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Company, Limited —... ee wei ne me 


PubLic Recorps (IRELAND).—T ite fifth seeeiaisle of the etait nue of the 
Records, for the year 1902... 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND W ALES). —Seventeenth annual report of the 
inspectors, for 1902... “as * ie — sh Ge a 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALEs).--Forty-second 
annual report of the Inspectors of Fisheries (England and Wales) for 1902 


Riitway AccIDENTS.—General report to the Board of Trade upon the accidents 
that have occurred on the railways of the United Kingdom during the 
year 1902. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Post OrricE Sites Bi_i.—Reported, without Amendment, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT BILL.—Read 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 2" to-morrow.—(TZhe Earl of Denbigh.) (No. 194.) 


THE STANDING ORDERS. 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 


Moved, “ That the Standing Orders be amended as follows-- 


‘New Standing Order: 25c. Where, under the powers of any 
Bill, any water may be taken, collected, or impounded for the purpose 
of a water supply, the Promoters shall, on or before the 30th 
November, deposit at the Office of the Local Government Board, and 
also at the Oftice of the Clerk of the Parliaments, an Ordnance map 
on the scale of 6 inches to a mile, showing by a distinguishing mark 
the position of each reservoir, well, conduit, or other work proposed 
to be authorised by the Bill ; and where the proposed source of supply 
is a river, stream, or lake, an Ordnance map on the scale of not less 
than 1 inch to a mile, showing by a clearly marked line the catch- 
ment area or gathering ground from which the waters are derived. 
Where, under the powers of any Bill, it is proposed to supply 
with water any area not previously included within the Promoters’ 
limits of supply, the Promoters shall similarly deposit an Ordnance 
map on the scale of 1 inch to a mile, showing respectively the existing 
limits of supply and the area proposed to be added thereto. 
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‘29. Where, under the powers of any. Bill, any work is in- 
tended to be made, maintained, varied, extended, or enlarged, or any 
lands or houses may be taken or use1 compulsorily, or an improve- 
ment charge may be imposed, a copy of so much of the said plans 
and sections as relates to any of the areas hereinafter mentioned, 
together with a copy of so much of the book of reference as relates 
to such area, shall, on or before the 30th day of November, be de- 
posited with the officer respectively hereinafter mentioned, that is to 
say, in the case of —(d) Any parish in England or Wales comprised 
in a rural district and not having a parish council, with the chair- 
man of the parish meeting and with the clerk of the district council. 

‘92. No petition praying to be heard upon the merits against 
any Local Bill or Provisioaal Order Confirmation Bill originating in 
this House shall be received by this House unless the same is presented 
by being deposited in the Private Bill Office before three o'clock in the 
atternoon, in the case of Local Bills on or before the 19th February, 
and in the cases of Provisional Order Confirmation Bills or Bills pre- 
sented on petition and originating in this House, 01 or before the 
seventh day after the day on which such Bill has been read a secon:| 
time. 

*105a. Where any body of persons corporate or unincorporate 
sufficiently representing a particular trade, business, or interest in any 
district to which any Railway Bill relates, petition against the Bill, 
alleging that such trade, business, or interest will be injuriously 
affected by the rates and fares proposed to be authorised by the Bill, 
it shall be competent for the Select Committee to whom the Bill is 
referred, if they think fit, to hear the petitioners or their counsel or 
agents and witnesses on such allegation ayainst the Bill, or any part 
thereof, or against the rates and fares proposed to be authorised hy 
the same. 

“105c. Where the council of any administrative county or 
county borough or being a Joint Committee of Councils of adminis- 
trative counties or county boroughs petition against a Bill, alleging 
that such county or county borough or some part thereof will be 
injuriously affected by the Bill, it shall be competent for the Select 
Committee to whom the Bill is referred, if they think fit, to hear such 
petitioners or their counsel or agents and witnesses on such allegation 
against the Bill or any part thereof.’”—(The Earl of Morley.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Standing Orders amended accordingly, and to be printed as amended. 


(No. 197.) 


IrntsH LAND BILL.—House in Committee (according to Order). 
{The Earl of Morey in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1. 


Lord Clenbrock 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 5, after the word ‘Commission’ to insert the 
words ‘in the ease of a holding exceptionally circumstanced,’ ”—- (Lord 
U ‘lonbrock.) 


The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) 
The Earl of Dunraven in a re are ore 

The Earl of Westmeath... ine eae oe see we ae 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 
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Lord Clonbrock ... so sian —— ea 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) ... 
The Earl of Dunraven eas esi jaa 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 58 ; Not-Contents, 59. 
Lord Clonbrock ... 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘aforesaid’ to insert the 
words ‘provided that if any person interested in the estate makes 
application to the Land Commission in the prescribed manner, the 
order sanctioning the advance shall set forth the specifie grounds 
for dealing with the case under this sub-section instead of under the 
foregoing provisions of this section.’” —(Lord Clonbrock:.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 

Lord Clonbrock ... si 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... 
Lord Ashbourne ons 
Lord Inchiquin 

Lord Macnaghten 

The Duke of Devonshire 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 64 ; Not-Contents, 61. 
The Earl of Dunraven 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘aforesaid’ to insert as a new 
sub-section the words, ‘If by agreement between the owner of an 
estate and the tenants the whole number of tenants on any estate 
are willing to purchase at a sum, which in the aggregate if payable 
in purchase annuities represents a reduction of not less than 10 nor 
more than 30 per cent. per annum below the existing rent, the Land 
Commission shall sanction the advance and shall apportion the 
amounts payable according to the terms of agreement between the 
owner and the individual tenants.’”—(7he Earl of Dunraven.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


The Earl of Westmeath 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 3, after the word ‘person’ to insert the words 
‘and provided also that the provision of this paragraph shall not apply 
to any holding which, on the Ist day of January, 1903, was in the 
occupation of a tenant.’”—(The Earl of Westmeath.) 


Lord A rdiiaun 

Lord Barrymore exe 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Earl of Crewe ... 

Lord Clonbrock 
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The Earl of Dunraven 

Lord Robertson 

Earl Spencer si ‘ae 

The Earl of Donoughmore a 

The Earl of Westmeath ... 

The President of the Board of Education (The Marquess of Londonderry) .. 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 61 ; Not-Contents, 71. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3. 

The Earl of Donoughmore ... 2 bi iin ons ove 


Amendment moved— 
_ “Tn page 3, line 23, to leave out the words ‘and adjacent to, or 
in the neighbourhood of the estate.’”—(7'he Earl of Donoughmore.) 
The Duke of Devonshire 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Eurl of Belmore 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 3, line 26, after the word ‘him,’ to insert the words ‘ 
to a person nominated by the Land Com-nission as his represe: santas? 
and in line 27, after the word ‘ resold,’ to insert the words ‘to the 
owner or his representative as aforesaid.’ "(The Earl of Belmore.) 


The Duke of Devonshire ... sia nei ase 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Duke of Manchester 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 3, line 36, leave out Sub-section 3.”—(The Duke of 
Manchester.) 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Eurl of Belmore 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 3, line 40, to leave out the words, ‘to the vendor.’ ”— 


(The Earl of Belmore.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 

The Earl of Belmore 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 5, after the word ‘it,’ to insert the following 
new sub-section—‘(5) Any advance mace to a vendor under this 
section for the re-purchase by him of any land may include the re- 
purchase of any mansion, dwelling-house, or other buildings thereon.” 
—(The Eail of Belmorz.) 
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Lord Ashbourne 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Lord Dunboyne 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 5, after the word ‘it’ to insert the following new 
sub-section—*‘ (5) In estimating the amount which may be advanced 
under this section for the re-purchase by the vendor of any demesne 
or other land, and any mansion or dwelling-house or other buildings 
thereon, the Land Commission may take into account the aggregate 
amount of the purchase-money of the holdings and other parcels of 
land sold by the same vendor, or by his predecessors in title, under 
this Act.’ ”—(Lord Dunboyne.) 


Lord Ashbourne 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 5, after the word ‘it,’ to insert the following 
new sub-section: ‘(5) If the owner of any demesne, or other land 
subject to settlement and sold to the Land Commission, does not 
re-purchase the same within the prescribed time, the Land Commission 
may make an advance under this section to the trustees of the settle- 
ment, and in such case the land resold shall be held subject to 
the trusts of the settlement.’ ”—(7he Earl of Donoughmore.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 
On Question, sub-section, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Lord Inchiquin 
Amendment moved, “ To insert the following new clause : 


‘Where the tenant of a holding desires to sell his interest in the 
whole or any part thereof, and the landlord desires to purchase the 
same, the Land Commission may advance to the landlord the purchase 
money thereof on the same terms as to amount and repayment as are 
provided in this Act respecting advances to tenants for the purchase of 
their holdings.’ ”—(Lord Inchiquin.’) 


The Earl of Crewe ... 

Lord Castletown as 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 
Earl Spencer as es 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... 
The Duke of Devonshire 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Clause 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5. 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon ee ‘ns sia ose “ eas 
Lord Ashbourne... a re sae whi be “ om 


Clause 5 agreed to. 


Page 


40 


40 


41 


42 
42 


43 
44 
45 








ee 


SO 


ATE Ps 














oe 


AS RE ee 


— 


(ee 





TABLE OF CONTENT». 


Aq 6.) 


Clause 6. 
Lord Oranmore and Browne ite ar ee nee sa oe 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 5, to leave out Sub-sections 4 and 5 and insert the 
words: ‘(4) Where the owner of an estate makes an application in 
the prescribed manner under this clause, the Land Commission may 
certify to the Lord Lieutenant that the purchase and re-sale of the 
estate are desirable, in view of the wants and circumstances of 
the tenants, then such an estate shall be considered a “ congested 
estate,” and thereupon the Land Commission may purchase the estate 
for a price to be agreed upon, and, in such ease, the condition in this 
section as to re-sale without prospect of loss may be relaxed to such 
an extent as the Lord Lieutenant may determine. Provided always 
that no estate shall be deemed to be a “congested estate,” unless half 
the area thereof consists of holdings not exceeding £5 in rateable 
value, or of mountain or bog land, or not less than a quarter of the 
area of which is held in rundale, or intermixed plots.’”—(Lord 
Oranmore and Browne.) 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 6 agreed to. 

Clause 7 . 
Lord Dunboyne... 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 5, line 21, after ‘1858’ to insert the words, ‘and to 
which the provisions of Section 40 of the Act of 1896 apply.’ ”—(Lord 
Dunboyne.) 


Lord Ashbourne 
Lord Castletown 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lord Clonbrock 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 5, line 37, after the word ‘offer, to insert the words 
‘and the amount of purchase money therefor.’ In line 39, after the 
word ‘Commission,’ to insert the words ‘and the amount of purchase 
money therefor.’ In line 40, after the first word ‘the,’ to insert the 
word ‘ total.’ ”—(Lord Clonbrock.) 
The Duke of Devonshire... det a — = ps a 
Lord Castletown... ar si sd int si ion — 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clauses 7 to 10 agreed to. 
Clause 11. 
The Duke of Abercorn ae: ver ol ove one vie ince 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 7, line 16, to leave out the words ‘the foregoing pro- 
visions,’ and insert the words ‘Sub-section 1 of Section 1.’”—(The 
Duke of Abercorn.) 
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The Duke of Devonshire 
The Duke of Abercorn 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 11 agreed to. 
Clause 12. 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon 
Clause 12 agreed to. 
Clause 13. 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... 


Amendment moved-— 


“‘In page 8, to leave out Sub-section 1 and insert the foliowing 
new sub-sections: ‘(1) Where any land is sold under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts, all sporting rights shall, after the sale, in default of any 
agrecment to the contrary, and subject to the subsequent provisions 
of this Act, remain vested in the persons in whom the same were 
vested in like manner as the same were held immediately prior to the 
sale of the said land, and for the same interests, but subject to the 
provisions of the Ground Game Act, 1880. (2) The tenant shall be 
at liberty, at the time of the sale of the land, to transfer to the vendor, 
by agreement, any such rights as shall be at that date vested in him, 
upon any such terms as may be agreed upon. (3) In default of any 
such agreement between the tenant and the vendor, all sporting rights, 
save those already vested in the vendor, shall go to and be vested in the 
Land Commission, and the Land Commission shall offer the same for 
sale or letting in the first place to the vendor of the estate; and in 
case the vendor shall refuse to purchase same, then the Land Commis- 
sion may deal with same as they may think fit. (4) Where a sale 
has taken place under the Land Purchase Acts of holdings or an estate, 
and the purchase agreement provides that the sporting rights shall 
belong to the vendor, or where the sporting rights vest in the Land 
Commission under this Act, there shall be vested in the vendor or the 
Land Commission, and their respective successors and assigns, the 
right [of sporting upon and over such holdings or estate, together with 
the right to enter on said lands to take all necessary steps for the due 
preservation of game and fish thereon, and] to prosecute trespassers 
in pursuit of game or fish thereon, as fully and effectually as if they 
were the legal occupier of the land, and for all such purposes they 
shall be deemed to be such occupier.’”—(7he Earl of Donoughmore.) 


The Earl of Dunraven 
Lord Massy one 

The Duke of Abercorn 

The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Marquess of Ripon 
Earl Stanhope 

Lord Castletown 

Lord Clonbrock 

Lord Ashbourne 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


The Earl of Morley... 
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Amendment moved— 

“In page 8, line 6, at end, to insert the words ‘in default of any 
such agreement between the tenants and the vendor all sporting 
rights save those already vested in the vendor shall go to and be 
vested in the Land Commission, and the Land Commission may deal 
with the same subject to any regulations which may be made by the 
Lord Lieutenant.’ ”—(7he Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments moved— 

“In page 8, line 4, to leave out the word ‘landlord’ and 
insert the word ‘ vendor.’ Line 5, leave out the word ‘ tenant’ where- 
ever that word occurs and insert the word ‘purchaser.’ Line 6, to 
leave out the word ‘landlord’ and insert the word ‘ vendor.’ ”—(7'he 
Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


The Earl of Donoughinove Lass esa ner sik ane 68 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 8, line 8, after the word ‘land’ to insert the words ‘and 
the word “ game” shall for all purposes be construed according to the 
definition thereof in any existing Act of Parliament.’ ”—(7he Luv! of 
Donoughmore.) 
Lord Ashbourne 69 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lord Castletown... a » ia a a a -s 689 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 8, line 10, to leave out from the word ‘ or’ to the word 
‘estate’ in line 11.’ ”—( Lord Castletown.) 
Lord Ashbourne 70 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Earl of Dunraven 70 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 8, line 10, after the word ‘ estate’ to insert the words 
‘unless the owner of the estate, with the consent of the tenants and 
the Land Commission, shall have arrenged otherwise. (The Earl of 
Dunraven.) 
Lord Ashbourne cs ae Bee ees ies nee ibs a 70 


The Earl of Dunraven 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved — 
“In page 8, line 13, after the word ‘on’ to insert the words ‘or 
under.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Lord Castletown... “ie no Pe wise — we Si 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 15, after the word ‘ Parliament’ to insert the 
words ‘provided that the Land Commission may acquire upon such 
terms as may be agreed upon and may be sanctioned by the Treasury 
any such rights of mining and taking minerals on any estate which is 
being sold by an owner under the Land Purchase Acts.’ ”—-(Lord 
Castletown.) 


Lord Ash hourne 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 8, line 20, to leave out from the word ‘Crown’ to the 
end of Sub-section 3, and insert the words ‘ Provided also that where 
any such right reserved to the Land Commission under this sub-section 
is at any time hereafter let, leased, sold, or demised by them, the 
vendor (or the person who would have been entitled thereto if the 
lands had not been sold) shall be entitled to receive 50 per cent. of any 
rent, purchase money, or other net profit received by the Land Com- 
mission in respect of same, unless the Land Commission shall have 
purchased from the person entitled to such percentage his interest 
therein, and the Land Commission may purchase such interest at any 
time on such terms as may be sanctioned by the Treasury.’” -(7he 
Earl of Donoughmore.) 


Lord Ashhourne 
Lerd Castletown 


On Question, Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
The Eurl of Dunraven 


Amendment moved- 
“In page 8, line 24, to leave out the words ‘the first mentioned ’ 
and insert the words ‘any such.’”-—(The Karl of Dunraven.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14. 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon 
Amendment moved— 

“In page &, line 36, after the word ‘Commissioners’ to insert 
as a new sub-section the words: ‘(2) Where the said Commissioners 
withhold such consent the Land Commission may, with the consent of 
the County Council, make an order vesting the monument in the latter 


hody under the provisions of Section 19 of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898.’ ”—(Lord Monteagle of Brandon.) 


Lord Ashbourne 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Clanse 14 agreed to. 
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Page 
Clause 15. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 9, line 25, after the word ‘ Acts’ to insert the words ‘ to 
tenants.’ ”—(7'he Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Macnaghten : bs mo a ea ie fer 76 
Lord Ashbourne... Pr ve Ses a oe beg a 76 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 16 agreed to. 
Clause 17. 
Lord Castletown a7 
Amendment moved 
“In page 10, line 33, after the word ‘ person,’ to insert the words 
‘other than a mortgagee in possession.’ ”—( Lord Castletown.) 
Lord Ashbourne 78 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Amendment moved 
“In page 11, line 4, after the word ‘ person’ to insert the words 
‘not under disability.’ ” —(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Dunboyne 78 
Amendment moved 
“In page 11, line 10, after the word ‘ obtained ’ to insert the words, 
‘ Provided that the person next entitled in remainder expectant on the 
determination of the estate of the vendor at the time of the proposed 
sale shall have due notice of the sale, and be entitled to appear and 
object.’ gees (Lord Dunboyne.) 
The Duke of Abercorn 7s 
The Earl of Belmore 73 
Lord Dunboyne ‘ ass see sai sa dee se ace 79 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon “a pica — ee ping a 79 
Lord Ashbourne “~ wee ons isc has hae ia . 79 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 17, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 18. 
The Duke of Devonshire sO 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 11, line 13, after ‘1896,’ to insert the words ‘ which 
interest shall be at a rate of not less than 3} per cent. per annum.’ ” 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
42 
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Amendment moved— 

“In page 11, line 18, after the word ‘holdings’ to insert the 
following new sub-section: ‘(2) The value of such arrears of rent, if 
not agreed upon between the vendor and the Land Commission, shall 
be fixed by the Judicial Commissioner, and shall be paid by the Land 
Commission to the vendor over and above the purchase-money of the 
lands.’ ”-- -(Lord Clonbrock.) 


Lord Ashbourne aes nies oa ni aa5 nia Dee al 81 
Lord Castletown... haba is 0a 203 2 “oe ae 3 


Clause 18, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 19. 


Amendment moved 


“In page 12, line 3, to leave out the word ‘ had’ and insert the 
word ‘have.’” —(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 19, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 20. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 12, line 6, leave out the word ‘of’ and insert the words 
‘mentioned in.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 21 agreed to. 
Clause 22. 
Lord Castletown... aie es =¢ ss gs Ka wwe ‘82 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out Clause 22.”—(Lord Castletown.) 


The Duke of Devonshire... he v7 ses es - «- 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 22 agreed to. 
Clause 25. 
The Duke of Abercorn hie ve ses sal ss ase ae 84 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 13, line 10, to leave out from the word ‘any’ to the 
end of the paragraph and insert the words ‘ person aggrieved by any 
decision of an Estates Commissioner sitting alone may require his case 
to be reconsidered by the three Estates Commissioners sitting together, 
and any person interested may require that any question of law shall 
be referred for the decision of a Judicial Commissioner.’ ”—(7he Duke 
of Abercorn.) 
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80 lug. 6.) Page 
The Duke of Devonshire... ede wb one va Kee xe ae 
The Earl of Donoughmore ae oad aa “ne “"_ seats: Sn 
The Duke of Abercorn spi ee ais 5a se tes eae 85 
Lord Ashbourne... aoe we bee ae ee 534 ice a 
Lord Dunboyne a 
On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 60 ; Not-Contents, 63. 
The Earl of Rosse ... ee vat ses “ ee Li ne 87 
81 
8] Amendment moved — 
“In page 14, line 3, after the word ‘with’ to insert the words 
‘the Land Judge or,’ and after the word ‘Commissioners’ to insert the 
words ‘as the case may be.’”—(7'he Karl of Rosse.) 
The Duke of Devonshire... 9 ~~ re ve fas on Cae 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Eurl of Westmeath... oak ae rey as ee a. oe 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 14, line 12, after the word ‘Commissioners’ to insert 
the words ‘or any other vendor.’”—(7'he Earl of Westmeath.) 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon a oe re ee -_ a 
Lord Ashbourne... ry ae ~~ is = ane “| ( 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Earl of Donoughmore on mi or ees see . 90 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 14, line 20, to leave out from the word ‘Commissioners ’ 
to the word ‘make’ in line 23 and insert the words ‘and the 
2 President of the Incorporated law Society of Ireland, or a majority 
f of them, if such majority includes the Judicial Commissioner, 
may, subject to the approval of the Lord Lieutenant.’”—(7'he Lurl of 
Limoughmore.) 
Lord Ashbourne... ies ioe sine sae eo ve oe a) 


The Earl of Donoaghnae 
Amendment, by leave of the Iouse, withdrawn. 
Clause 23, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 24. 


Amendment moved 
“In page 15, line 14, to leave out the words ‘or order as the case 
may be,’ and insert the words ‘for sele.’” —(7'he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 15, line 17, to leave the words ‘ Estates Commissioners ’ 
and insert the words ‘Land Commission.’ "—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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The Earl of Dunraren ape a4 as os ois 


Amendment moved— 
‘In page 16, line 13, to leave out the words ‘to such an extent 
as may be sanctioned by the Treasury.’ ”—(7he Earl of Dunraven.) 
The Duke of Devonshire... ee aes be 
The Earl of Dunraven ee = rae 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lord Castletown... sae od ro re it 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 16, line 30, after the word ‘prescribed,’ to insert. the 
words ‘as if the purchase money distributable under this section were 
money paid or deposited under those sections.’ ” —(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 16, line 37, to leave out the word ‘the’ and insert 
fa.” (The Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved 


“In page 16, line 38, after the word ‘appealed’ to insert the 
words ‘on any question other than one of law.’ ”~-(The Duke of Deron- 


shire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 24, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 25, 

The Earl of Arran... 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, lines 4 and 5, to leave out the words ‘making a 
claim upon,’ and insert the words ‘whose claim has been so attached 
to." —(The Earl of Arrun.) 


Lord 4 l shhourne 


The Earl of Arran... 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, line 10, after the word ‘claim,’ to insert the words 
‘or so much thereof as may he directed to be discharged out of the 
purchase money.’ ”—(The Earl of Arran.) 


Amendment, by leaye of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, line 11, after the word ‘payable.’ to insert the 
words ‘out of the purchase money, or recoverable under any agreement 
or covenant, or chargeable on any other lands or securities which may 
he subject to such claim along with the lands sold.’”—(7he Earl of 
Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
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Viseount Templeton ce a ee sity as aa and 97 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, line 13, after the word ‘advances,’ to insert the 
words ‘ provided that in case of the sale of an estate under the Land 
Purchase Acts a vendor shall be entitled to pay off any charge or 
incumbrance thereon notwithstanding any direction, proviso, or 
covenant contained in any deed or other instrument to the contrary.’ ” 
—(VFiscount Templetown.) 


The Duke of Devonshire — ... oe =a aes oa a ae Oe 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 25, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment proposed 
“ After Clause 25, to insert as a new clause the words ‘ Where u 
person who would otherwise be entitled to sell land under the Land 
Purchase Acts is a lunatic, the Lord Chancellor may order the land to 
be sold as if the sale was required for one of the purposes mentioned in 
Section 63 of the Lunacy Regulation ([reland) Act, 1871, and that 
section shall apply accordingly.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 26 agreed to. 

Clause 27. 

Amendment moved 


“In page 17, line 2%, after the word ‘equalled’ to insert the 
words ‘ half yearly or. °—( The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 27, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 27 to 34 agreed to. 

Clause 35. 

Amendment moved 


“In page 19, line 28, to leave out the words ‘in so far as any 
and insert the word ‘ where.’”—( 7'he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moyed— 
“Tn page 19, line 29, to leave out the words ‘to purchasers to he 
repaid by means of purchase annuities.’”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved 
“In page 19, line 41, to leave ovt the words ‘purchase of the 
land’ and insert the words ‘ vesting of the land in the Commission.’ ”—- 
(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 
“In page 20, line 17, to leave out the words ‘ repayable by means 


of purchase annuities’ and insert the words ‘on which such 10s. per 
cent. is payable by the Land Commission.’ ”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 20, line 25, to leave out the words ‘repayable by means 
of purchase annuities,’ and insert the words ‘on which such 10s. per 
cent. is payable by the Land Commission.’ ”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 35, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 36 agreed to. 

Clause 37. 

Amendment moved— 


“In page 21, line 3, to leave out the word ‘eight’ and insert the 
word ‘ seven.’ ”—(7'he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 37, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 38. 

Amendment moved-— 


“In page 21, line 36, after the word ‘made’ to insert the words 
‘and may only be varied.’”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Barl of Dononghinore — 


Amendment moved 

“In page 21, line 37, to insert the following new sub-section : (5) 
‘From the first day of November next after the passing of this Act, 
the sum payable in respect of any sale accruing due after that date for 
any rent due in respect of any ecclesiastical lease or any Trinity College 
lease or grant in perpetuity, shall be varied from the amount at which 
it stood previously to such date in accordance with the average per- 
centage of the variation of rents declared by the certificate of the Land 
Commission to have taken place with respect to the county in which 
the lands out of which such rent is payable are situate, as if such rent 
were a tithe rent-charge within the meaning of the Tithe Rent-Charge 
Act, 1900, and all the provisions of the said Act shall apply to such 
rent, anything in the Trinity College, Dublin, Leasing and Perpetuity 
Act, 1851, or in any deed or grant made in pursuance thereof to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

‘The Land Commission may, if they think fit, order such rent to 
be redeemed at a price to be fixed by them on the basis of the variation 
so declared by them as aforesaid, as if such rent were a tithe rent- 
charge within the meaning of Section 18 of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1857.’ —(The Earl Donoughmore.) 


Lird Rathmore ree wat ane Ane ae 
The Earl of Rosse ... aa ne eas wei 
Lord Cas'letown 
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The Earl of Belmore 
Lord Ashbourne - 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn, 
Clause 38, as amended, agreed to. 


House resumed ; and to be again in Committee to-morrow: The Com- 
mittee to have precedence of the other Notices and Orders of the Day. 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill. — Amendments Lecaseaaee 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow a 


Poor Law (Dissolution of School Districts and diane Bill.— 
House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow 


Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill.— Amendments reported (according to 
Order) ; a further Amendment made, and Bill to be read 3‘ To-morrow 


LONDON TRAFFIC. 


The Earl of Morley 
The Duke of Devonshire 


The House adjourned at half-past Twelve o'clock a.m. till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock a.m. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 6rH AUGUST, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Gateshead Corporation Bill; Stroud and District sean Bill.—Lords’ 
Amendments considered, and agreed to ee aa 


Brizhton Corporation Bill [Lorps] (King’s Consent signified). -Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments - sat pak an 


Liverpo»l University Bill [Lorps]; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
[| Lurds].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments as 


Glasgow Corporation ae pasa Order Confirmation Bill 4 On ~~ 

Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment one 
PETITIONS. 

Snops (Earty CLosinG) Biti.—Petition from Lanark, in favour ; to lie upon 

the Table : oe cee 


LicknstnG Law (COMPENSATION FOR NoN-RENEWAL) Biit.—Petition from 
Lower Wortley, against ; to lie upon the Table “ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETe. 


PusLic Recorps (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Thirty-fifth Report of the 
Deputy-Keeper of the Public Records and Keeper of the State Papers in 
Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon the Table et ene on 
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INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE MARINE COMPANY AND OTHERS (AGREEMENT).— 
Copy presented, of an Agreement, dated Ist August, 1903, between the 
Admiralty and the Board of Trade and the International Mercantile Marine 
Company and other Companies [hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


RAitwAy ACCIDENTS (GENERAL Revort).—Copy presented, of General Report 
to the Board of Trade upon vhe accidents that have occurred on the rail- 
ways of the United Kingdom during the year 1902 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table wa ons ise Sao ws dni bu — 


Sea Fiswertes (ENGLAND AND WaALEs).—Copy presented, of Seventeenth 
Annual Report of the Inspeetors for 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table... wad on i as ies oe ae pe ie 


SALMON AND FresHWATER FIsHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Forty-second Annual Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries 
(England and Wales) for 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


NAVIGABLE INLAND WaTERWAyYs (CoMMERCIAL, No. 7, 1903).—Copy presented, 
of Reports from His Majesty’s representatives on Navigable Inland Water- 
ways in Austria-Hungary, Belgium, Franee, Germany, and the Netherlands 
{by Command |; to lie upon the Table 


WHOLESALE AND Rerait Prices.Copy ordered. “of Report on wholesale 
and retail prices in the United Kingdom in 1902, with Comparative Statis- 
tical Tables for a series of years.”-—(M/r. Gerald Balfour.) : 


Trave (British CoLvontes with Foreign Counrrigs).—-Return ordered, 
“ showing for 1901 the imports from foreign countries into British India, 
the self-governing colonies, and the following Crown colonies: Straits 
Settlements, Ceylon, Mauritius, Jamaica, Barbados, and Trinidad, dis- 
tinguishing (a) imports of food and drink, raw materials, and manufactured 
articles ; and (b) principal articles.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) iio 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULAPFED WITH THE VOTES. 


LANDING PLace at Wuire Port, LouGHROss Point, DONEGAL.—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 5.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham one 


Cost or MUSEUMS AND GALLERIES IN LONDON.-- Question, Mr. Alfred Davies 
(Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Ritehie 


CONCESSION FOR COLLECTION OF RUBBER IN UGANDA.-Question, Sir John 
Gorst (Cambridge University) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


ScoTrisH BOARD OF MANUFACTURES COMMITTEE—-PUBLICATION OF REPORT. 
Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray ... ws an “ 


CLERKS IN IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—EQuaL TREATMENT.— Question, 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ne 


Be_rast TELEGRAPH DEePARTMENT—REINSTATEMENT OF CLERK GUILTY OF 
STABBING.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, $8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain rp vee . 


see eee eee eee as 


OVERTIME IN GLAscow Posr Orrice.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor ; 
Auswer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


GLascow Post OFFICE.— Questions, Mr. James O'Connor; Answers, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain... 
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Scarcity oF Raw Corron in LANCAsHine.— Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour ‘ 


MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT.—--Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ds oe Ba) F oe 


Cost OF REGISTRATION OF Birtrus, DeEatrHs, AND MARRIAGES, IN ENGLAND 
WALES.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Pur.ic BUILDINGS IN LoNpDON—DatFs or CoMPLETION.—Question, Sir Charles 
McLaren (Leicestershire, Bosworth) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Improved LANDING STAGE At Cooscroum, County Kerry. - Question, Mr. 
Boland (Kerry, 5.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


EXTENSION OF Boat Sip Art GLEN, County KEerry.—Question, Mr. Boland ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham rs és nop " jaa 


Meratn County CouNci.—SuUSPENSION OF RATE COLLECTOR.—Question, Mr. 
Keunedy (Westmeath, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ 


ARMAGH RuraL Districr Councit.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ 


DISTURBANCE AT RELIGIOUS MEETING AT CLIFDEN, COUNTY GALWAY.— 
Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Warer Surety For Troops at Gosport.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hamp- 
shire, Fareham) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick es ang re 


Mintrary Works Bitt—Mountrep INFANTRY BARRACKS.—Question, Sir 
Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


VOLUNTEER REGULATIONS—EXtTRA DRILLS IN Ligu or CAMp.—Question, Mr. 
Asher (Elgin Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


VoLUNTEER MANCEUVRES—-INTERFERENCE WITH TRAFFIC ON PUBLIC ROADs.- 
Question, Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


War Orrick PURCHASES OF SADDLERY, ETC., FROM FOREIGN MERCHANTS.— 
Question, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Home ServVICE FoR 167TH LANCERS.— Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton); Answer, Mr. Brodrick : o : os 

IMPORTATION OF Woop PuLP.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 

IMporTATION OF PAPER.—-Question, Sir John Leng; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain ; ie 

Distrinution oF Dutcu Girts TO THE Boers.—Question, Mr. Labouchere 
(Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain or 

CANADIAN STEEL.—-Question, Mr. Brotherton (Wakefield) ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain hp pte ive rier hie Mad sat es 

SUGGESTED DEPARTMENTAL INQUIRY INTO THE MANAGEMENT OF THE ECCLESIAS- 
TICAL COMMISSION. —Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour my Ser asd ast “dy or 
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VWUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South ArricAN War Mepats.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) and Mr, Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham); Answers, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton)... in “ne “3 ee ~ oes 


RELIGIOUS INTOLERANCE AMONG THE Borrs.—Questions, Mr. Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


TRANSVAAL Post Orrick CeNsorsHip.-—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CANADIAN TRADE STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Toulmin (Lancashire, Bury) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain : Ae 


PREFERENTIAL DutiEes.— Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain —... aS EAS ae at aes pa Sig 


SEISTAN-NusuKI RAILWAY SURVEY.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... eee vas . 


INDIA AND THIBET.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton os 


CHILDREN IN PUNJAB GAOLS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, Lord 
George Hamilton int one a — ave - 


British MILitaRY CHARGES ON INDIA.—-Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean), and Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answers, Lord George Hamilton ... 


INDIAN [RRIGATION CoMMISSION Report.—Question, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ie 


M‘KiInLe?¢ Tarirr.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis; Answer, The Prime Minister 
and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) 


ConGo FREE STATE ADMINISTRATION. —-Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Banr-EL-GHAZEL.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... 


ALconotic Drinks—Puriry AND Marurity.-—-Questions, Me. Kilbride (IXil- 
dare, 8), Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cornwall, Camborne), and Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.); Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) oe “a wn oe ” a 


Cost or THe Pactric CABLE. —Question, Sir M. Hicks Beach (Bristol, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... a oes ve sa oe dee ay 


IMPRISONMENT UNDER THE VACCINATION AcCtTs.—Question, Mr. Bayley ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) see ns no 


METROPOLITAN PoLice FuND.—Question, Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ... a aes ein esd ae ‘ 
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ForEIGN MApE Tram Ratts.-—Question, Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ge srald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) ... a 


GOVERNMENT AUDITS—-ATTENDANCE OF RURAL OVERSEERS.—Questions, Mr. 
A. K Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) ; Answers, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) ... 


St. FAITH’s, NORFOLK, RAtTeEs.—Question, Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long f : ; 


SECONDARY SCHOOLS CurricULUM.—Question, Mr. Emmott (Oldham); Answer, 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University) 


CHAIRS IN PuspLic PARKs.—Question, Mr. Cremer; Answer, Mr. Victor 
Cavendish (Derbyshire, N.) 


ANNUNCIATORS IN MEMBERS’ RoomMs.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish ... 


IrtsH LAND ComMISSION.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


DONAGHADEE Harpour.-—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... i sa 


Irish NATIONAL Epucation Orrice-—Book DEpARTMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


KILMAINHAM Prison.-—Questions, Mr. Patrick O'Brien; Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham 


POLICE AND THE BisHopswoop ASSEMBLY.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien 
(Tipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


KILBALLYOWEN Property.— Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


Dar Ley Estate, KILLARNEY.—Question, Mr. Murphy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CONGESTION IN DERRYAUGHTA.—Questions, Mr. Kilbride; Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham he es 


MEETING IN GREENCASTLE NATIONAL SCHOOL.—-Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin 
(Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham te “ 


HawkERS IN) PHoeNix Park, DUBLIN.—Question, Mr. -lames O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IntsH Poor LAw Mepicat OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham , ~ ; ’ 


In1isH Petry SESSIONS CLERK. i aaa Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham fins ; ak pee ae ae 


BALLAGHALINE FISHERY PIER.— iain, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham an ii ‘fei tei ie 


ARMS AND AMMUNITION LICENCES IN Nortit TIPPERARY inane Mr. P.. 
O’Brien (Tipperary, N.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 
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Irish NATIONAL Liprary.-—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Elliot, Durham) 


THE Fiscan INquiry.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


LICENSING LEGISLATION. —Questions, Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford), 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford), Mr. Crooks 
(Woolwich), and Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee); Answers, Mr. A 
Balfour . 


Tue Fiscat [Nquiry.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield and Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 5.) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour a Ee : 


SALE OF Butrer BiLt.-—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour cai Sg i sue ws ; 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.— — Mr. Bryce and Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 
S.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


NEW BILLS. 


Returning Officers’ Expenses Bill.—‘“'To provide for the payment of 
Returning Officers’ Expenses cut of the rates,” presented by Mr. Herbert 
Samuel ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Charles Douglas, Sir 
William Holland, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Lloyd-George, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Mr. J. W. Wilson, and Mr. J. H. Whitley; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. (Bill 314.) 


Agricultural Education in Elementary Schools Bill.—“ For promoting 
Agricultural Education and nature study in public elementary schools,” 
presented by Mr. Jesse Collings ; supported by Sir John Kennaway, Mr. 
Rothschild, Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Flower, Mr. Spear, Mr. 
Morrell, Colonel! Webb, and Sir Fortescue Flannery ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. (Bill 315.) 


BUSINESS OF THE House (Suppiy).—Ordered, That on this day, notwithstand- 
ing anything in Standing Order 15, Business other than Business of Supply 
may be taken before Midnight, and Business in Committee or Proceedings 
on Report of Supply may he taken after midnight. —(Mr. 4. J. Balfour)... 


SureLy [22Np ALLoTTED Day], 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTiIMATEs, 1903-4. —CLAss II. 


1. £116,499, to complete the sum for Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, Ireland. 


Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) 

Mr. Boland (Kerry, W.) ... ee she aie 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland ( Mr. dink spies Dover) ... 
Mr. Delany (Queew s Co., Ossory) . meee eve — 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) 
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Mr. Boland ; ie 5s aes a 2. 202 
The Attorney-Ge eral for Ireland ( Mr. Atkinson, Lowlonderry, N.) oe ee 
Mr, William Redmond (Clare, E.) as ae ry me was. LG 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 445 i a Ls is ao ee 
Mr. DP. J. O Brien (Tipperary, N.) a 5 ah "* os 268 


Vote agreed to. 
£37,690, to complete the sum for Local Government Board, Ireland. 


Me: 8... 2. “sa alti 1 ae jes or “ss ae sce. 96RD 
Mr. Wyndham ae fad ¥* ‘it -. fie sau | ee 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. beg siete siti re or son 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N. ) bat ce ria hii aes ae, Se 
Mr. Delany oy ba ae et as i. ao 
Sir James Haslett (Belfast. XN. DY avs i oe ae an cas. 2G 
Mr. Murphy Ae oe M. a ies ne «> “381 
Mr. Atkinson ane a ata oe sae aes ve. .~ con 
Mr. William Redmon! _... Phe roe me a3 ie wo. 106 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) — ... Ree ae ax 4 «sx «BON 


Vote agreed to. 
3. £10,514, to complete the sum for Chief Secretary for Ireland — Offices. 


Mr. P. J. OBrien ... sas Bs oe oe Me B: ... 188 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) oe an Te ror so. «boo 
Mr. Atkinson ‘ion er aoe sa pee ee one nee 190 
Mr. Delany re a ish are ea 4 oi so De 
Mr. Atkinson See eee see eee ows eee eee eee 193 


Vote agreed to. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next, Committee to sit again this 
evening. 

EVENING SITTING. 
Surrty [22Np ALLoTTED Day}. 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 

[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 

Civin Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4.—CLaAss I. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£321,697, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Char ge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for Rates and Contribu- 
tions in lieu of Rates, ete., in respect of Government Property, and for 
Rates on Houses occupied by Representatives of Foreign Powers, and 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Rating of Government Property 
Department, and for a Contribution towards the Expenses of the 
Metropolitan Fire Brigade.” 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... ree site “a me ass ©6494 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ... site aaa aes i ao ES 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... ses sn — sl -- 197 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Elliot, Durham)... . 5D 
Mr, Crooks (Woolwich) bag mn wis oi ee ie sos ©6OL 
Mr, Whitley (Ilalifur) — ... a RA me oe a « 208 


Mr. Caldwell a4 5 Ags ath ee ae ws a BOE 
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Motion made, and Question put, “That Item G be reduced by £1,000 in 


respect of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70; Noes, 179. (Division List No. 229.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


And, it being after Ten of the Clock, the Chairman, in pursuance of Stand- 


ing Order 15, put severally the Questions, That the total amounts of 


the Votes outstanding in each Class of the Civil Service Estimates, 
including Supplementary Estimates, and the total amount of the Votes 
outstanding in the Estimates for the Army, be granted for the services 
defined in those Classes and Estimates. 


Crass I. 


2. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £133,423, be granted to His 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the follow- 
ing Services included in Class I. of the Estimates for Civil Services, 


viz. :— £ 
13. Public Works and Buildings, Ireland — . 106,128 
14. Railways, Ireland ‘ . ‘ ‘ 27,214 





£132,342” 


The Committee divided :-Ayes, 191; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 230.) 


Cass IT. 


3. Question put, “That a sum not exceeding £366,072, be granted to His 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will-come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the follow- 
ing Services included in Class II. of the Estimates for Civil Services, 


viz. :-— £ 
1. House of Lords Offices. ‘ . . 4,507 
2. House of Commons Offices ‘ . . 16,820 
5. Foreign Oftice . ; i . . ‘ 34,887 
7. Privy Council Office ‘ R ‘ ‘ 5,130 
9. Mercantile Marine Services. ‘ . 68,860 
13. Civil Service Commission , ‘ : 25,393 
14. Exchequer and Audit. , ‘ . 38,321 
5, Friendly Societies Registry. ‘ , 4,581 
21. Public Works Loan Commission —. ‘ 13 
22. Registrar-General’s Office . ‘ ; 22,942 
25. Works and Public Buildings Office , 37,200 
26. Secret Service , ; ‘ , ‘ 25,009 
SCOTLAND. 
27. Secretary for Seotland’s Office . , 9,985 
28. Fishery Board ‘ ‘ . , ; 10,837 
29. Lunacy Commission ; . ‘ ; 3,162 
30. Registrar-General’s Oftice . ‘ 3,145 
31. Local Government Board ; , 9,157 
IRELAND. 
32. Lord Lieutenant's Household . , 2,817 
35. Charitable Donations and Bequests . 997 
37. Public Record Office . : . ; 3,348 
38. Public Works Office , , ‘ i 20,053 
39. Registrar-General’s Office ' ‘ F 6,894 
40. Valuation and Boundary Survey. ‘ 12,023 


£366,072” 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191 ; Noes, 70 
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CuaAss III. 


xxiii 


(Division List No. 231.) 


4. Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £1 ,402,874, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge w hich will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for 
Expenditure in respect of the following Services included in Class III. 
of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz, :— 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 193 ; 


i. 


») 


10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 


16. 
Vid. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 


»») 


Law Charges 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses . 


SCOTLAND. 


Law Charges and Courts of Law 
Register House, Edinburgh 
Crofters’ Commission 

Prisons 


IRELAND. 


4. Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions 
5. Supreme Court of Judicature and other 


Legal Departments in Ireland 
Land Commission 3 
County Court Officers, &e. 
Dublin Metropolitan Police 
Royal Irish Constabulary 
Prisons ; 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools 


. Dundrum Criminal Lunatie Asylum 


Noes, 69. 


Crass IV. 


£ 
38,984 


22.489 


52,405 
27,053 

2,790 
50,840 


33,600 


57,805 
76,740 
66,527 
55,468 
792,002 
638,508 
54,099 
3,564 
£1,402,874” 





(Division List No, 232.) 


5. Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding £854,228, be granted to 


His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for Expenditure 
in respect of the following Services, included in Class IV. of the Estimates 
for Civil Services, viz. : -- 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 193; Noes, 66. 


6. Scientific 


8. 


9. 


Investigation, ce. 
Kingdom) ; 
Public Education (Seotl: und) . 


National Gailery (Scotland) . 


(United 


Crass V. 


£ 


45,000 
808,828 
400 


£854,228 ” 








(Division List No. 233.)... 


6. Question put, “That a sum not exceeding £1,236,998 be granted 


to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course oi payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the following 
Services included in Class V. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


VOL. CXXVII. 


[FouRTH SERIES.] 


Page 


209 


21] 


lo 
_ 
or 








XXxiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Aug. 6.| Page 
£ 
1. Diplomatic and Consular Services. ‘ 284,780 
2. British Protectorates in Uganda. , 445,593 
3. Colonial Services . 7 ; ‘ : 361,525 
4. Cyprus (Grant-in-Aid). ‘ 2,000 
5. Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable. 40,100 
6. Treasury Chest Fund . ; ‘ 103,000 
£1,236,998 ” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 195; Noes, 66. (Division List No. 234.)... 219 
Crass VI. 
7. Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding £393,521, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the following 
services included in Class VI. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


£ 

1. Superannuation and Retired Allowances 

(including a Supplementary sum of 

£4,000) . aoe 
2. Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions , , 1,000 
3. Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allow- 

ances ‘ ; : 646 
4. Hospitals and Charities (Ireland) > ; 342 
5. Savings Banks’ and ew Societies’ 

Deficiencies ; ‘ 48,619 


£393,521” 





Lo 
bo 
—_ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 235.). 
Crass VII. 
8. Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding £61,082, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the = 
Services included in Class VII. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 
Eo 
- St. Louis Exhibition : : 50,000 
5. Repayment to the Civil Contingencies Fund = 11,082 





£61,082” 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 236.) 


bo 
to 
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ARMY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


8. Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding £783,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for on on 
the following Army Services, including Army (Ordnance Factories), viz. 


11. Establishments for Military Education . 134,500 


12. Miscellaneous Effective Services 62,000 
13. War Office, Salaries and Miscellaneous 

Char, nges ‘ ; 331,500 

Army (Ordnance Factories) , ‘ 255,000 





£783, 000” ‘i 
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Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 


That they have agreed to—Rothesay Corporation Order Confirmation 
Bill ; Scottish Episcopal Clergy Widows’ and Orphans’ Fund Order Con- 
firmation Bill, without Amendment. 

Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill; Dover Corporation Bill ; 
Hainault Forest Bill, with Amendments. 

Amendments to—Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords]; Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords] ; 
Bristol Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Maryport Harbour Bill [Lords]; Man- 
chester Corporation Bill | Lords]; Somerset and District Electric Power 
Bill [Lords]; Birmingham District Tramways Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment _... ee wi dai oP nae ae wins a 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1901-2. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Whereas it appears by the Navy Appropriation Account for the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1902, and the statement appended thereto, as 
follows, viz.—(a.) That the gross expenditure for certain Navy Services 
exceeded the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £205,224 2s. 6d., 
as shown in Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto appended ; while the gross 
expenditure for other Navy Services fell short of the estimate of such 
expenditure by a total sum of £220,819 4s. 1d., as shown in Column No, 2 
of the said appended Schedule, so that the gross actual expenditure for the 
whole of the Navy Services fell short of the gross estimated expenditure by 
the net sum of £15,595 1s. 7d.; (b.) That the receipts in aid of certain 
Grants for Navy Services fell short of the total estimated receipts by the 
sum of £89,584 Os. 11d., as shown in Column No. 3 of the said appended 
Schedule, while the receipts in aid of other Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such receipts by a total sum of £168,173 16s. 8d., as shown in 
Column No. 4 of the said appended Schedule, so that the total actual 
receipts in aid of the Grants for Navy Services exceeded the total estimated 
receipts by the net sum of £78,589 15s. 9d.; (c.) That the resulting 
differences between the Exchequer Grants for Navy Services and the net 
expenditure are as follows, viz.:— 


£ s. d. 

Total Surpluses — - - - - - 275,779 5 11 
Total Deficits - - - - 181,594 8 7 
Net Surplus - - - - £94,184 17 4 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge on 
Exchequer Grants for certain Navy Services, of the whole of the sums 
received in excess of the estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in respect of the 
same services ; and have also temporarily authorised the application of so 
much of the said total surpluses on certain Grants for Navy Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits on other Grants for Navy Services. 


1. Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 


c 2 














Page 








XXXVI TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Aug. 6.] 
SCHEDULE. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations-in-Aid. 
Excesses of Surpluses of Deficiencies Surpluses 
. . oe Actual over Estimated of actual as of Actual as 
Number of Navy Services, 1901-1902. Estimated over Actual | compared with | compared with 
Vote. Votes. Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
1. 2. 3. 4. 
£ 8s. d. & s. da & 8s. d. & «a & 
1 -. | Wages, &c. of Officers, Seamen, 
and Boys, Coast Guard, and 
Koyal Marines 39,328 19 8 oe 6,168 16 10 oo 
2 o. se and Clothing for 
the Navy 3,749 7 0 an ve 13,753 19 1 
2 «- | Medical Establishments and 
Services . ns 11,570 2 0 aa 503 " 2 
4 .. | Martial Law - oe e 92110 3 = ee 38 6 
5 «- | Edneational Services .. ae a 5,831 15 5 214 8 
6 «- | Scientific Services én _ 742 510 i os 3,247 1 & 
7 .. | Royal Naval Reserve ae 45,773 16 10 F « 8214 4 
8 e Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
tenance, &c. 
See, 1 Personnel 18,822 18 5 ee ee 886 3 1 
Sec. 2 Matériel 86,826 19 & i aa 70,164 7 1 
Sec. 3 Contract Work oe 77,974 15 9 36,800 10 11 oe 
9 Naval Armaments ee 24,989 10 0 re 57,440 0 0 
10 Works, Buildings, and Repairs 
at Home and Abroad ee 38,324 12 9 “es 22,052 7 8 
11 .. | Miscellaneous Etfective Ser 
vices i : 35,940 0 9 oe 44,329 6 10 a 
12 -. | Admiralty Office” 4,975 6 7 ee ad 69 9 
1 .- | Half-Pay, Reservedand Retired 
Pay ‘ oe 16,354 11 4 82412 0 
l4 .. | Naval and Marine Pe-sions, 
Gratuities, and Compassion- 
ate Allowances 6,314 19 7 eo 1,445 12 9 os 
15 .. | Civil Pensions and Gratuities 3,704 13 11 ee 12 611 oe 
| Amount written off as irre- 
coverable os oe ae 3,897 010 
205,224 2 6 220,819 4 1 89,534 0 11 168,173 16 8 



































Net Surplus, £15,595 1 7 





£94,184 17 4 
——— 


Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer ~ soe ae 


Whereas it appears by the Army Appropriation Account for the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1902, and the statement appended thereto, 
as follows, viz.:—(.) That the gross expenditure for certain Army 
Services exceeded the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of 
£4,796,909 14s. 1ld., as shown in Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure for other Army Services fell short 
of the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £2,923,978 7s. 2d., 
as shown in Column No. 2 of the said appended Schedule; so that the 
gross actual expenditure for the whole of the Army Services exceeded the 
gross estimated expenditure by the net sum of £1,872,931 7s. 9d. ; (b.) 
That the receipts in aid of certain Army Services fell short of the estimate 
of such receipts by a total sum of £235,231 13s. 6d., as shown in Column 
No. 3 of the said appended Schedule ; while the receipts in aid of other 
Army Services exceeded the estimate of such receipts by a total sum of 
£2,362,289 3s. 8d., as shown in Column No. 4 of the said appended 
Schedule; so that the total actual receipts in aid of the grants for 
Army Services exceeded the total estimated receipts by the net sum of 
£2,127,057 10s. 2d. ; (¢.) That the resulting differences between the Ex- 
chequer Grants for Army Services and the net expenditure are as follows, 
viz. :— £ s. d. 

Total Surpluses - - . - 3,773,058 9 4 
Total Deficits - - - - - 3,518,932 6 11 





£254,126 2 5 


Net Surplus 





Net Surplus, £78,589 15 9 
Sa ah igs 
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And whereas by a Vote of Parliament during the present session 
(House of Commons Paper, No. 255, of 1903) a further sum of £100 has 
been granted for the expenditure of the year 1901-2, and the appropriation 
of additional receipts in aid of such expenditure has been sanctioned to the 
amount of £1,872,831 7s. 9d. 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application of so much of the said total surpluses 
on certain Grants for Army Services as is necessary to cover the said total 
deficits on other Grants for Army Services. 

2. Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 


SCHEDULE. 





Gross Expenditure. 


Appropriations-in-Aid. 


















































& —— —— | a —_—$ 
2) | 
a Excesses of Surpluses of | Deficiencies of! Surpluses of 
3S Army Services, 1901-1902. | Actual over Estimated | Actual as Actual as 
ih Voves. } Estimated over Actual | compared with | compared with 
3 Gross | Gross Estimated Estimated 
§ Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
" 1. | 2. 3. 4. 
| 
—|— _— — —, aces __—$_P $$ | 
| | a s @] & wm 4. : £2 ae 
1 | Pay, &c., of Army (General Staff, Rezgi- | 
ments, Reserve, and Departments) .. 639,068 5 6 § 3 wis 
2 | Medical Establishments: Pay, &c. oe 99,267 3 7 oe 2,770 9 3 
3| Militia - Pay, Bounty, &c. * “* a 1,066,248 1 8 7,802 5 5 
4| Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay and Allowances.. .. 141,624 16 8 6 6 
5 | Volunteer Corps : Pay and Allowances .. +s 24,276 14 2 1,275 12 7 
6 | Transport and Remounts a .. | 2,285,301 19 3 ou am 168,046 2 7 
7 | Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies .. | 1,506,875 16 0 wis oe 1,168,151 11 UO 
3 | Clothing Establishments, and Services .. oe } 160,802 17 3 79,147 1S 4 
9 | Warlike and other Stores : Supply and 
Repair i as % = ee 1,110,777 16 11 be 878,456 18 6 
10 | Works, Buildings, and Repairs: Cost, 
including Staff for Engineer Services .. 41,394 3 9 ia 3,895 11 6 
11 | Establishments for Military Education .. . 6188 4 0 5 
12 | Miscellaneons Effective Services. . ‘a 54,448 5 8 ons Fe 
13 | War Office: Salaries and Miscellaneous 
Charges oi ai - o 24,676 10 0} a e 
14 | Non-effective Charges for Officers, ce. .. Ke | 414,059 16 6 Ke 
15 | Non-effective Charges for Men, &c. os 81,166 9 4 ae ‘ 
16 | Superannuation, Compensation, & Com- ae. 
passionate Allowances ee oe 1,565 3 1 oe 445 0 oe 
Balances irrecoverable .. eos eo 13,145 18 9 oe ee oe 
| a ed | ~ 
4,796,009 14 11 | 2,923,978 7 2 235,231 13 6 | 2,362,289 3 § 
Add Excess Vote - a . 100 0 0 én oe 
| 
| 4,796,909 14 11 | 2,924,078 7 2 235,231 13 6 j 2,362,289 3 8 
Net Deficit, £1,872,831 7 9 Net Surplus, £2,127,057 10 2 
= 





Net Surplus ... £254,226 2 5 





Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. 
Ways AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
1. Resolved, That, towards making good the Supply to be granted 
to His Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of 


March, 1902, tne sum of £100 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of 
the United Kingdom. 
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2. Resolved, That, towards making good the Supply to be granted 
to His Majesty for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of 


March, 1904, the sum of £75,392,969 be granted out of the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom.—(Mr. Elliot.) 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next. 


Sugar Convention Bill—{Tuirp Reapine].—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question’ proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 


third time.” 


Mr. Lough (Islington, i.) 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now ’stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Abercromby) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. pe om _ sel oan she 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) hie See ‘casa r dia oe ikea 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Mr. Theodore Taylor ( Lancashire, Radclifje) 

Mr. Cremer (Shorediteh, Howton) ail 

Mr, Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ... 

Mr, Priestley (Grantham) ... 


Mr. Lawrence 


(Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 119; Noes, 57. (Division List No. 238.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read the third time and passed. 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill {Seconp Reapinc]|.—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) 
Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. MacVeagh.) 


Question, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for this day. 
Railways (Electrical Power) Bill—<As amended, considered. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 29, after the word ‘otherwise,’ to insert the 
words, ‘Nothing in this Act shall affect any powers which a railway 
company may have independent of this Act.’ ”’—(Sir Charles [eenshaw.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
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Mr. Caldwell Sanne, rapes oe sis ue 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... . ” 


Motion made, and eouiies aia “That the debate be now 
adjourned ”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Vr. Caldwell 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. [Bill 316.] 


Patriotic Fund Bill.—As amended, considered. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 1, line 18, after the word ‘thereof,’ to insert the words 
‘and all property held in trust therefor.’ ”°—(Mr. Pretyman.) 
“Tn page 1, line 23, after the word ‘ position,’ to insert the word 
‘legally.’”—(Mr. Hayes Fisher.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. ... 


BoARD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES [SALARIES, XC. ]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of any Salaries and Expenses which may 
become payable under any Act of the present Session to transfer to the 
Board of Agriculture powers and duties relating to the Industry of Fishing, 
and to amend the Board of Agricuture Act, 1889.—(Mr. Elliot.) 


Resolution to be reported this day ... sid see oad on one 


Housing of Working Classes (No. 2) Bill—[Srconp Reapine].—Order 
for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Herbert Sumuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ond ae 
Bill read a second time, and committed for. To-morrow. 


Moror Cars {Excise Duty].—Resolution reported, “That it is expedient to 
authorise the imposition of an Excise Duty on persons employed as drivers 
of motor-cars of the same amount as is payable on male servants, in pur- 
suance of any Act of the present session to amend the Locomotives on 
Highways Act, 1896.” 


Resolution agreed to... es one we wae ane wee 


Post OrricE (CONTRACT FOR THE CONVEYANCE OF MAILS BETWEEN GLASGOW, 
GREENOCK, AND CAMPBELTOWN).——Resolved, “ That the Contract, dated 9th 
day of March, 1903, with the Campbeltown and Glasgow Steam Packet 
Joint Stock Company, Limited, for the conveyance “of mails between 
Glasgow, Greenock, and Campbeltown, printed in Parliamentary — 
No. 132, of session 1903, be approved.” —(Mr. Elliot.) - 
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Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 28th day of 
July, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Two o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 7rH AUGUST, 1903. 
PRIVATE: BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Biil have been complied with :— 

Patent Office (Extension). 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


Coventry Electric Tramways Bill; Strabane and Letterkenny Railway 
Bill, now Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill.—Read 3, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons M 


Wood Green Urban District Council Bill..-Commons’ reasons for dis- 
agreeing to one of the Lords’ Amendments considered: The said Amend- 
ment not insisted on: and a message ordered to be sent to the Commons 
to acquaint them therewith 


Sugar Convention Bill; Patriotic Fund Bill. Brought from the Commons 


Liverpool University Bill [11.L.]; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill (i... }.— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments die 


Brighton Corporation Bill [1.1.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments: The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Port or Lonpon Bitt.—Report from the Joint Committee made on the 13th 
of July last, to be printed. [No. 183.] 


TRADE Rerorts (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3052, China (Chefoo). 
No. 3053, Spain (Barcelona). 
No. 3054, Japan (North Formosa). 
No. 3055, Japan (Shimonaseki). 


COLONIES (ANNUAL).—St. Helena (Report for 1902) 


Canapa.—Address to His Majesty on Irish affairs from the House of Commons 
of Canada, and the reply thereto 


LocaL GovERNMENT Boarp.—Thirty-second Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board, 1902-3 ial - be és ay 


Boanp OF AGRICULTURE.—Annual Report on the distribution of grants for 
agricultural education and research in the year 1902-3; with statements 
respecting the several colleges and institutions aided, the experiments con- 
ducted and the expenditure on agricultural instruction by County Councils 
in 1901-2. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table... ose oe 
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£ugar Convention Bill.—Read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Monday next: (Zhe Lord President—Duke of Devonshire). [No. 198.) ... 26% 


Patriotic Fund Bill.— Read 1* ; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Monday 
next ; (The Earl of Selborne). [No. 199.] ... on ae Re oo 206 


House or Lorbs Orrices.—Second Report of the Select Committee made ; to 
be printed ; and to be considered on Tuesday next. [No. 200.] ... ... 266 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


The Chairman of Committees ne Earl sf Morle ”) ix fe ««s 266 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ee Per cee 


Irish Land Bill. 
House again in Committee (according to order). 
Clause 39 agreed to. 
Clauses 40 and 41 agreed to. 
Clause 42. 
Verbal Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 42, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 43 agreed to. 
Clause 44. 
Lord Clonbrock ... a“ oe _ nics Por oie oon ©6269 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 23, line 29, after the word ‘advance’ to insert the 
words, ‘ save as hereinafter provided.’ ”—( Lord Clonbrock.) 


The Duke of Devonshire ass za ee is — 
Lord Castletown... a ia ae oe eae ae 


<1 <3 
= © 


bo LS 


On Question, their Lordships divided : Contents, 54; Not-Contents, 56. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 44, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 45 and 46 agreed to. 
Clause 47. 
The Earl of Westmeath... ‘ss be si bn roe ww. 273 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 24, line 28, to leave out the word ‘may ’ and to insert 
the word ‘shall.’ ”—(Zhe Earl of Westmeath.) 


to 
~~! 
ee) 


The Duke of Devonshire 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
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The Earl of Dunraven... ose 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 24, line 29, to leave out the word ‘advances,’ and to 
insert the words ‘the total of the fund of £13,000,000 appropriated 
for the purposes of this Act, or so much thereof as may from time to 
time be advanced.’”—(The Earl of Dunraven.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of iesaiiniiie 
The Marquess of Ripon 
The Earl of Dunraven 


On Question, That the word te vee to be left out stand part of the 
clause, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 68 ; Not-Contents, 51. 


Lord Maenaghten cu 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 24, line 30, to leave out the words ‘ pay to the vendor,’ 
and insert the words, ‘in the case.’ ”—( Lord Muenaghten.) 


The Earl of Dunraven... 

Lord Castletown... 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affair (The Marques o Lansdow ne) 
Lord Robertson 


On Question, That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 96 ; Not-Contents, 28. 
Amendment moved 
“In page 24, line 36, after the word ‘thereof’ to insert the words 
‘or where the percentage is payable in respect of an estate sold by the 
Land Judge.’ ” —(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Dunboyne... we wa jie es ais ee 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 25, line 8, to leave out from the word ‘ by’ to the word 
‘a’ in line 12.”—(Lord Dunboyne.) 


Lord Castletown... wae bier bee 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lor d Ashbour ne) ons 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved-— 
“In page 25, line 9, to leave out the words ‘either a receiver has 
been appointed over the estate or.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved — 


‘In Page 25, line 11, after the word ‘price’ to insert the words 

‘or to an estate so circumstanced in respect of which an absolute order 

for sale by the Land Judge was in force at the date of the passing of 
this Act.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
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Lord Castletown 


The Duke of Devonshire ‘ies om “a one so we 
The Earl of Dunraven... sini sip i one se pa 
The Earl of Donoughmore.... a sien rm” - ~ ar 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Castletown... m= Peta aa sa aoe oie 


Amendment moved — 

“In page 25, to insert as a new sub-section the words: ‘(5) An 
advance may be made under this Act in respect of the sale of any 
holding under the provision of Section 36 of the Act of 1896, and 
the same percentage shall be payable in respect of the said advance, 
as if such sale was a sale under this Act.’”—( Lord Castletown.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland... oe se ove see 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 47, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 48 agreed to. 
Clause 49. 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 25, at the end of the clause, to insert as a new sub- 
section the words: ‘(2) The provisions of this section shall apply to 
all sales under the Land Purchase Acts in the Land Judges’ Court, 
and in these cases no duty shall be payable under Section 88 of the 
Landed Estates Court (Ireland) Act, 1858, or under Sections 1 and 
2 of the Landed Estates (Ireland) Act (1858) Amendment Act, 1861, 
or under Section 4 and the schedule of the Landed Estates Court Act, 
1866.’ "—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 49 agreed to. 


Clause 50. 
Lord Castletown 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 25, line 32, after the word ‘in’ to insert the words 
‘(a) Bonds, debentures, or mortgages secured upon rates or taxes 
levied under the authority of any Act of Parliament or Provisional 
Order by any municipal corporation or other local authority in the 
United Kingdom, which shall be authorised to borrow on such 
security ; () Ground rents arising out of hereditaments in the 
United Kingdom and not exceeding in amount one-fourth part of the 
annual value at a rack rent of the premises out of which such ground 
rents issue ; (¢) Debentures or mortgages of railway companies in the 
United Kingdom incorporated by Act of Parliament ; (/) Stocks or 
shares of any tramway or light railway interest upon which is 
guaranteed from or charged upon rates under the Tramways (Ireland) 
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Acts; (¢) Bonds, debentures, or mortgages secured upon any in- 
vestments in which trustees are authorised by this or any other Act 
to invest trust funds ; (f) Debentures or fully paid shares or stocks of 
any railway or commercial or industrial company in the United 
Kingdom, provided that the sufficiency of such investment to realise 
the sum invested therein upon the death of the tenant for life or the 
termination of the trust shall be secured to the satisfaction of the 
public trustee under this Act ; or.’ ”—(Lord Castletown.) 


Viscount Templetown 

The Earl of Belmore aie 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
The Duke of Devonshire... ‘a 
The Lord Chancellor _ 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Lord Dunboyne ons baie 


Amendment moved — 


On ¢ 


“In page 26, after Sub-section 3, to insert the following new 
Sub-section: ‘(4) In the case of all proceedings in relation to any 
lands sold in the High Court or under the Land Purchase Acts, or 
any charges thereon, or any moneys realised thereby, if it appears to 
the Court that a trustee is or may be personally liable for any breach of 
trust, whether the transaction alleged to be a breach of trust occurred 
before or after the passing of this Act, but has acted honestly and 
reasonably and ought fairly to be excused for the breach of trust, and 
for omitting to obtain the directions of the Court in the matter in 
which he committed such breach, then the Court may relieve the 
trustee, either wholly or partly, from personal liability for the same.’ ” 
(Lord Dunboyne.) 


The Duke of Devonshire... 


Juestion, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 49 ; Not-Contents, 66. 


Clause 5U agreed to. 


Clause 51. 


Viscount Templetown 


Amendment moved— 


Ame 
Draf 


Ame 


“Tn page 26, line 36, after the word ‘by’ to insert the words 
‘the Land Judge or.’ ”—(Viscount Templetown.) 


The Duke of Devonshire ... as 


ndment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
ting Amendment agreed to. 
ndment moved— 

“In page 27, line 11, after the word ‘require’ to insert the 
following new sub-section: ‘The powers conferred on the Land 
Commission by the foregoing provisions of this section may be 
exercised by the Land Judge in any case where the purchase money 
of land sold under the Land Purchase Acts is or has been, distributed 
by him, and those provisions shall apply accordingly, with the 
substitution of the Land Judge for the Land Commission.—(7he Duke 
of Devonshire.) 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 27, line 12, after the word ‘by’ to insert the words 
‘the Land Judge and.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


The Duke of Abercorn se — oe s6 va oe cos 299 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 27, line 12, to leave out the words ‘the Land Commis- 
sion,’ and to insert the words ‘a majority of the Land Commissioners, 
which majority shall include the Judicial Commissioner.’ ”—(7he Duke 
of Abercorn.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 51, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 52. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 27, line 28, to leave out from the word ‘that’ to the 
words ‘in the’ in line 32; in line 34, after the word ‘county’ to 
insert the words ‘ the said limitation may, subject to the other limita- 
tions in the Land Purchase Acts, be exceeded where the Land Com- 
mission consider that a larger advance may be sanctioned to any 
purchaser without prejudice to the wants and circumstances of other 
persons residing in the neighbourhood’; and in page 28, lines 3 and 4, 
to leave out the words ‘ under the circumstances aforesaid,’ and insert 
the words ‘where the Land Commission consider it expedient under 
the circumstances mentioned in the preceding sub-section.’”-—(7he 
Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 
Viscount Templetown as ve és ene _ ae ... 200 


Amendment moved- - 
“In page 27, to leave out Clause 52.”—( Viscount Templetown.) 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 


seh ne ... 301 


On Question, that Clause 52, as amended, stand part of the Bill, their Lord- 
ships divided :—Contents, 54 ; Not-Contents, 50. 


Clause 52, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 53. 
The Duke of Devonshire... ye sais abs Si 4 eo 803 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 28, line 25, after the word ‘after’ to insert the words 
‘they become aware of.’”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 

“In page 28, line 34, after the word ‘otherwise’ to insert as a 
new sub-section the words: ‘(2) Not more than one person shall 
without the consent of the Land Commission be registered as the 
owner of a holding under Part IV. of the Local Registration of Title 
(Ireland) Act, 1891.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 














On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 29, line 2, after the word ‘ part’ to insert the words ‘ 
‘the consent of the Land Commission under this enactment may, in ' 
the case of a charge created by a will, be given at any time whether | 
before or after the death of the testator.’”—(T'he Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 29, line 3, to leave out the word ‘a’ and to insert the 
word ‘the,’ and after the word ‘holding’ to insert the words ‘ exeeuted 
after the commencement of this Act.’”—(T7he Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. : 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 29, line 7, after the word ‘chargeant,’ to insert the 
words ‘ or, in the case of a charge created by a will or codicil, within 
six months from the death of the testator.’”—(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon sain oes — si va w. = 305 
Amendment moved— | 


“In page 29, line 8, after the word ‘void,’ to insert as a new 
sub-section the words ‘No shop debt shall be recoverable by the sale 
of any such holding, not exceeding ten pounds in rateable value, on 
which the proprietor resides.’ ”—( Lord Monteagle of Brandon.) 


Lord Castletown .. sas ‘os ee one me nes .. 305 
Marquess of Lansdowne... wien sae wns one ove w. 305 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 53, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 54. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 54, as amended, agreed to. 


OP 


Viscount T'empletown — we oe one init se .. 306 


Amendment moved— 
“ After Clause 54, to insert the following new clause: ‘The word 
“estate” in Section 5 of the Act of 1881 shall include such lands of a 
landlord as are retained by him, or repurchased upon any sale of an 
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estate under the Land Purchase Acts, including this Act, and the Land 
Commission may authorise a resumption under the said section, not- 
withstanding that the holding in respect of which such resumption is 
authorised is held at a judicial rent fixed for a first or subsequent 
statutory term.’”—(Viscount Templetown.) 


The Earl of Crewe ... 

Lord Clonbrock sad 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 
Lord Inchiquin 

The Duke of Devonshire . ... 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
Lord Castletown eee 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Earl of Doxoughmore 
Lord Tweedmouth ... pas 
The Duke of Abercorn - 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
The Duke of Devonshire 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 55. 


Amendments moved— 
“In page 29, line 24, to leave out the word ‘require’ and insert 
the words ‘request to be furnished with.’ ” 
“Tn line 26, to leave out from the word ‘holding’ to the word 
‘an’ in line 27, and insert the words ‘in respect of which.’ ” 


“Tn line 27, after the word ‘ Acts’ to insert the words ‘ has been 
made.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 55, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 56. 

Lord Castletown 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 30, line 34, after the word ‘ matter’ to insert as a new 
sub section the words ‘in the cases of sales to tenants other than sales 
by the Land Commission or sales by the Land Judge, the date at which 
interest on the purchase-money payable under Sub-section 2 of Section 
35 of the Act of 1896, shall begin to be payable shall be—(a.) If the 
agreement for purchase be made on any first day of May or first day 
of November, from the date of such agreement ; (J.) In all other cases 
from a date to be specified in the agreement, and not being earlier than 
the gale day immediately preceding the date of agreement, and the 
same shall be payable by the Land Commission to the vendor.’ ”— 
(Lord Castletown.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 56, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 57. 

Lord Castletown ste to “_ ats one awe jee 
Clause 57 agreed to. 
Clause 58 agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 58 to insert as a new clause: (1.) Where, in the 
course of proceedings for the sale under the Landed Estates Court 
(Ireland) Act, 1858, or the Land Purchase Acts, of an estate it appears 
that the owner or any tenants of holdings on the estate are in occupa- 
tion of portions of an adjoining estate, and that the owner or any 
tenants of holdings on the adjoining estate are in occupation of 
portions of the first-mentioned estate, whether such exchange of 
occupation is the result of an agreement or is occasioned by the 
alteration of the course of a stream. or otherwise, the Land Judge or 
the Judicial Commissioner, as the case may be, may, if he thinks it 
expedient, with the consent of the owners of the respective estates, 
make an order ratifying the exchange, and the order or a map or plan 
annexed thereto shall show the lands given and taken in exchange 
respectively. (2.) The lands taken upon any such exchange shall be 
deemed to be held by the same tenure, and shall, without any con- 
veyance or other assurance in relation thereto, go and enure to and 
upon the same uses and trusts and be subject to the same rents, 
conditions, charges and incumbrances, as the land given upon such 
exchange would have stood limited upon, and been subject to, if the 
order had not been made ; and the land given upon such exchange 
shall be deemed to be held by the same tenure and shall without any 
conveyance or other assurance in relation thereto, go and enure to and 
upon the same uses and trusts and be subject to the same rents, condi- 
tions, charges and incumbrances, as the land taken upon such exchange 
would have stood limited upon and been subject to if the order had 
not been made. (3.) All rights and remedies for recovery of rents 
payable in respect of either portion of the lands so exchanged shall be 
exercisable in respect of and may be pursued against the lands given 
or taken upon such exchange as the case may be, in the same manner 
as they might theretofore have been exercised or pursued against the 
lands originally liable thereto.’ ”-—(7’he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 59. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 32, line 18, to leave out the word ‘the,’ and insert the 
word ‘a.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Drogheda ie — _ ba ‘ae 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 32, after Sub-section 7, to insert as a new sub-section: 
‘(8) In all cases in which the Commissioners of Woods, Forests, and 
Land Revenue are parties to any proceedings in the High Court or the 
Land Commission, the Court or Judge shall have power to award costs 
to or against said Commissioners.’ ”—-(7he Earl of Drogheda.) 
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Lord Robertson... nie nn a hee wah a oa 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland. aoe wae eee nai .. $19 
Lord Dunboyne... on oun “se ae ve .. 319 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 59, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
“ After Clause 59, to insert as a new clause the words: ‘ When any 
quit rent or other perpetual rent payable to the Crown or any portion 
thereof has been for a period of not less than twenty years, or is, 
under the provisions of any contract, paid in respect of any lands, such 
rent, or portion thereof, as the case may be, shall be deemed to be 
charged on those lands whether originally so charged or not.’”—(The 
Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 60. 
Amendment moved— 
“ In page 32, line 36, after the word ‘ balance’ to insert as a new 
sub-section the words: ‘(3) Where in the like case the Court is satisfied 
that the land sold is entitled to be indemnified against any claim in 
respect of a superior interest by other lands, and that the other lands 
are a sufficient security therefor, the Court may, upon such terms (if 
any) and in such manner as appears equitable, exclusively charge the 
whole of the superior interest upon the other lands. (4) The foregoing 
provisions of this section shall apply with the necessary modifications 
to any superior interest or portion thereof affecting the land sold, or to 
the redemption money of such interest or portion, as if the same were 
land sold.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 32, line 39, after the word ‘Crown’ to insert the words 
‘Court in this section means the Land Judge or the Judicial Commis- 
sioner as the case may be.’”—(Lord Castletown.) 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ioe ie , . 320 


On Question, Amendment disagreed to. 
Clause 60, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 61. 

Amendment moved— 


“In page 33, to leave out Sub-section 3.”—(The Murquess of 
Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 6!, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 62. 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... one or im isin 
Amendment moved— 
“Tu page 33, line 17, to omit the words ‘therein mentioned’ 


order to insert the words ‘of a superior interest.’”—(The Earl of 
Donoughmore.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Castletown ... as an 


Amendment moved 
“In page 33, line 19, after the word ‘be’ to insert the words 
‘and in determining such price, regard shall be had to the rate of 
interest which might be obtained upon such redemption price if the 
same were invested in trustees’ securities.’ ”—(Lord Castletown.) 


The Earl of Belinore ° one eee eee eee eee eee 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland eee ae ace eee eee eee 
Lord Castletown - 


On Question, Amendment deine to. 
Clause 62, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 63. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 33, line 22, to leave out the words ‘for the non- 
payment of any sum due to them.’”—(Zhe Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 63, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 64 agreed to. 

Clause 65. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 34, line 6, after the word ‘ deposit’ to insert as a new 

sub-section the words: ‘(3) Where any land upon which portion of 
a purchase annuity has been arranged by the Land Commission is con- 
veyed tu the proprietor of a holding subject to a purchase annuity, that 
holding and the land so conveyed shall be deemed one holding, and of 
the said annuity, and portion shall be payable in such manner and sub- 
ject tosuch conditions as may be prescribed.’ ”—(The Marquess of Lans- 
downe.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Oranmore and Browne aad sais _ oe wn ans 





“In page 34, after line 6, to insert as a new sub-section the words : 
‘(3) The powers and provisos for the redemption or satisfaction of 
superior interests conferred by Section 31 of the Act of 1896 shall be 
varied and extended so as to enable the owner to satisfy a terminable 
charge by investing a capital sum in investments authorised pursuant 
to this Act, the interest on which will be sufficient to pay the charge, 
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and thereupon the balance of the purchase-money shall be discharged 
from any lien in respect of such superior interest, and upon the 
termination of the charge the said capital sum so invested shall revert 
to the person or persons to whom the benefit of the succession would 
have accrued on the death of the annuitant had the estate not been 
sold.’ ”—(Lord Oranmore and Browne.) 


On Question, Amendment disagreed to. 
Clause 65, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 66 agreed to. 
Clause 67. 
Lord Castletown... re et sais re ae pee 
Clauses 67 and 68 agreed to. 
Clause 69. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 34, line 42, after the word ‘may’ to insert the words 
‘on the application of any person interested, or without such applica- 
tion, with the consent of the Lord Chancellor,’ and leave out the words 


‘such authority’, and insert the words ‘the Judicial Commissioner if 
he thinks fit.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
L= 

Clause 69, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 70. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 35, line 17, after the word ‘cent.’ to insert the words 


‘per annum. ”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 70, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 71 agreed to. 
Clause 72. 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 33, line 40, after the word ‘the,’ to insert the words 
‘ trustees of the.’ ” —( The Duke of Devon shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 

Clause 72, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 73 agreed to. 

Clause 74. 

Amendment moved— F 

“In page 36, line 18, after the word ‘less,’ to insert as a new 

sub-section the words, ‘(2) Sub-section 4 of Section 3 of this Act 
shall apply in the case of any land in respect of which an advance is 
made in pursuance of this section.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
9 
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Clause 74, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 75 agreed to. 


Clause 76. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 36, line 35, after the word ‘cutting,’ to insert the words 
‘or making.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 76, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 77 to 81 agreed to. 





Clause 82. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 38, line 2, after the word ‘ Board,’ to insert the words 
‘in lieu of the members of the Land Commission nominated under 
Sub-section 1 of Section 34 of the Act of 1891.’”—(The Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 82, as amended, agreed to. 


The Duke of Devonshire... _ wat ae sie ves ... 328 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 82 to insert as a new clause the words: ‘Section 18 
of the Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899, which 
makes provision with respect to congested districts counties, is hereby 
repealed.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 83 agreed to. 
Clause 84. 
Lord Castletown ... diva pate _ oe nti ee ase ao 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 38, line 35, after the second word ‘Commissioner’ to 
insert as a new sub-section the words : ‘(2) For the purpose of assist 
ing the County Court Judge in determining any question under the 
Land Law Acts relating to a holding, the Land Commission shall assign 
to each Civil Bill Court a Lay Assistant Commissioner, who shall inspect 
the holding, sit with, and assist the County Court Judge as a Lay 
Assessor.’ ”—( Lord Castletown.) ? 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland... ae hae sr me sic 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. i 


Clause 84 agreed to. 
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Clause 85. 
Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 38, line 36, at the beginning of the clause to insert the 
words ‘subject to the provisions of this Act.’”—(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Macnaghten ... ove esis din nr an ore i 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 38, line 38, to leave out the word ‘appeals,’ and insert 
the words ‘ apply for a re-hearing.’”—( Lord Mucnaghten.) 


Phe Lord Chancellor of Ireland... ~ see wae “ae ... 330 
Lord Maenaghten ... aS 3g Bret ea ae .. ddl 
The Lord Chancellor of Ire? and... pa one ss on .. 332 
Lord Dunboyne _... ae ae ~ ee ae ae oso Oa 
Lord Maenaghten ... nF bea re ia aA or w. 330 


On Question, “That the word proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause,” their Lordships divided :—-Contents, 42 ; Not-Contents, 55. 
Words inserted. 
Lord Castletown  ... on ag ile ae si oa .-- O00 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 39, line 5, at the end, to insert the words, ‘who shall 
inspect the holding and report thereon to the Judicial Commissioner.’ ” 
—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland... ‘an — ia si ww. 335 
On Question, Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendments moved— 


“In page 39, line 10, after the word ‘ which’ to insert the words 
‘should have been but.’” 


“Tn line 12, after the word ‘Commissioner,’ to insert the words 
‘who hears the appeal.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire. ) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 39, line 22, after the word ‘ re-hearings’ to leave out the 
words to the end ‘of line 23.”-—( Lord Macnaghten.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland... is or or os «oe ©6336 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 85, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 86 agreed to. 
Clause 87. 


The Earl of Westmeath... 7 a ea oe ik a 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out Clause 87.”—(The Earl of Westmeath.) 
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The Duke of Devonshire ... ac ‘si ni or sins ae | 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 88. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 40, line 17, after the word ‘ reason’ to insert the word 
‘solely.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 40, line 19, to leave out the word ‘ judicially ’ and insert 
° - 2 >” yy 
the words ‘in the absence of other provisions.’”—(Zhe Duke of 
Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 40, line 21, after the word ‘apply’ to insert the words 
‘as from the commencement of this Act.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Castletown  ... aise — oe sae wa sia we 30D 


Amendment moved — 

“In page 40, line 24, after the word ‘aforesaid’ to insert as a 
new sub-section: ‘Any tenant holding land under a lease or grant 
made in pursuance of the provisions of the Church Temporalities Acts 
or the Trinity College Leasing Powers Acts reserving a variable rent 
caleulable as aforesaid may, if such rent exceeds one-half the annual 
rateable value of such land, apply to the Land Commission in the 
prescribed manner to have the rent payable under such lease or grant 
varied in the same manner as is provided by the said Act of 63 & 64 
Vict., c. 58, in respect of tithe rent-charge, and thereupon the Land 
Commission shall, after giving such notice as may be prescribed to the 
owners of such rents, determine the said rent in the same manner as 
if the said rent were tithe rent-charge, and the provisions of the said 
Act will apply with the necessary modifications.’ ”— (Lord Castletown.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 88, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 89 agreed to. 

Clause 90. 

Amendment moved— 


“In page 40, line 30, after the words ‘1881’ to insert the words 
‘or under that section.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... oe ae de se bes ac ooo 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 40, line 31, after the word ‘days’ to insert the words 
‘all such rules shall be made by a majority of the Land Commissioners, 
which majority shall include the Judicial Commissioner.’ ”—(The Earl 
of Donoughmore.) 
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The Lord Chaneelior of Ireland... di in er a ... 340 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 90, as amended, agreed to. 


Lord Emly... ss la “ ees ins i sii .. 340 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 90, to insert as a new clause the words ‘The 
occupier of any cottage now or hereafter to be erected under the 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, shall be entitled to purchase 
his homestead on such terms as the Local Government Board shall 
approve, not being a larger sum than the said cottage cost to the 
District Council, and the Land Commission may advance to such 
vecupier the entire purchase money on the same terms as this Act 
provides for agricultural holdings.’ ”—(Lord Emly.) 


The Earl of Belmore ne ‘pt aus bi isi es co a 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon bins a asa ‘ ile seat eee 
The Duke of Devonshire... cs me ssh te oe ws Oe 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn, 
Clause 91, 


Amendment moved 
“In page 40, line 38, to leave out the words ‘the representation,’ 
and insert the words ‘any representation under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, affecting him.’”-—(Z’he Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Emly er ns —_ sale sini ae ite sic OS 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 40, line 39, after the word ‘day’ to insert the words 
‘or any artisan wholly or mainly employed by the agricultural popu- 
lation in the district.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 91, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 92. 

Amendment moved — 

“In page 41, line 6, after the word ‘ representation,’ to insert the 
words ‘and should they propose to make any alteration in the said 
scheme, they must state in writing the reason or reasons for such 
alteration, and submit this reason or those reasons so stated in writing 
to the Local Government Board, for the sanction, amendment, or 


rejection of such alteration by the Local Government Board.’ ”— 
(Lord Emly.) 


a es 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Clause 92 agreed to. 
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Clause 93. 
Lord Emly 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the words ‘a Court of 
summary jurisdiction’ and insert the words ‘the County Court 
Judge.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


The Earl of Donoughmore ... 
Lord Inchiquim 

Lord Robertson 

The Duke of Devonshire 

The Earl of Meath 

The Earl of Westmeath 

Lord Emly 


On Question, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” their Lordships divided :—Contents, 48 ; Not-Contents, 66. 
Words inserted. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 41, line 11, after the word ‘compensation,’ to insert 
the words ‘ against his employer.’ ”— (Lord Emly.) 
‘ 
The Duke of Devonshire 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 13, to leave out the word ‘Court’ and insert 
the words ‘County Court Judge.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
4 


“In page 41, line 14, to leave out the word ‘Court and insert 
the words ‘County Court Judge shall.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Emly 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 15, to leave out the word ‘three’ and insert 
the word ‘six,’ and after the word ‘ wages’ insert the words ‘and costs 
of proceedings against his employer, and the notice and order thereon 
shall be free of stamp duty.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


The Earl of Crewe 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Lord Inchiquin 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out Clause 93.”—( Lord Inchiquin.) 


On Question, “ That Clause 93, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” their 
Lordships divided :—Contents, 44 ; Not-Contents, 68. 
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Clause 94. 
Lord Emly, aan ei sa oe oi ‘i 7 w. «355 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 41, line 19, after the word ‘shall,’ to insert the words 
‘hold a public and sworn inquiry, of which fourteen clear days’ notice 
shall have been previously conspicuously given by means of notices 
posted on the police barrack and post office nearest to the said estate.’ 
—(Lord Emly.) . 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 21, after the word ‘therefore,’ to insert the 
words ‘accommodation shall not be deemed sufficient unless there be a 
cottage and an acre plot to every fifty acres of such estate, and such 
cottages may be placed, and such acres selected, on holdings not abut- 
ting on a public highway, and the Land Commission shall have power 
to make such provision for a right of way to such cottages as they 
may deem reasonable.’ ”—(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 4], line 23, to leave out from the word ‘Ireland’ to 
the word ‘under’ in line 25 and insert the words ‘and shall be deemed 
a scheme formulated by the council of the rural district in which the 
land comprised in the scheme is situate.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 94 agreed to. 
Clause 95. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 41, line 30, to leave out the words ‘ must either be’ 
and insert the words ‘is either.’”—(Zhe Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 41, line 31, to leave out the word ‘be’ and insert the 
word ‘is.’”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 95, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 96. 
The Duke of Devonshire... 00 00 eee tsetse nee eee BG 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 42, line 6, to leave out from the word ‘Commission’ 
to the end of the paragraph, and insert the words ‘in the manner 
directed by Sub-section 6 of Section 29 of the Act of 1891. The 
expression ‘demesne’ includes any mansion house or other buildings 
thereon : The expression ‘ vesting order’ includes fiat.”—(7he Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment moved — 


“In page 42, line 34, after the word ‘Act’ to insert the words 
‘or enactment,’ and after the word ‘amending’ to insert the word 
‘applying.’ ”_( The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 96, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 97. 


The Earl of Donoughmore ... 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 43, line 3, after the word ‘ vendor,’ to insert the words 
‘or tenant.’” —(The Eurl of Donoughmore.) 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... 
The Duke of Devonshire 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 43, line 4, after the word ‘ sale,’ to insert the words 
‘Provided that the foregoing provisions of this Act shall apply to 
any such rights upon the termination of any outstanding estate or 
interest therein, in the same manner as if such rights had been in the 
possession or enjoyment of the vendor at the time of sale.’ ”—(The Earl 
of Donoughmore.) 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 97 agreed to. 
Clause 98 agreed to. 

Lord Macnaghten 


Amendment moved— 


* After Clause 98, to insert as a new clause the words: ‘In the 
framing of any rules relating to legal procedure, the remuneration 
of solicitors under the Land Purchase Acts as amended by this Act, 
the President of the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland for the 
time being shall be associated with the Land Commission as a member 
of the rule-making authority.’”—( Lord Macnaghten.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
Lord Mucnaghten 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 99 agreed to. 

Clause 100 agreed to. 

Clause 101 agreed to. 

Schedule. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 44, line 21, after the first word ‘ three’ to insert the 
words, ‘ In Sub-section 1 of Sevtion 34, from “ a member” to “ forestry ” 
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and the words ‘the Chief Secretary when absent shall be replaced by 
the Under Secretary to the Lord ‘Lieutenant.’”—(The Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 
Title, agreed to. 


The Duke of Devonshire ia EAs £3 ape i oe ... 360 
The Marquess of Ripon daa ae es en im wah ... 361 


Standing Committee negatived. 


The Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. (No. 201.) 


House adjourned during pleasure ; and resumed by the Earl of Morley. 


ARTILLERY OFFICERS. 


Viscount Templetown se aks ea ad ee ae oss OOM 


The Under Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Hardwicke) ... ns ae 


Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Bill [11...]—{Seconp Reapine].—-Order of 
the Day for the Second Reading read. ° 


Viscount Te mpletow n Rae ais nie saa a ave BOD 
The President of the Board o of “Agriculture (The Earl of Onslow) ... «. 363 


Bill read 2* (according to Order). 


Naval Works Bill—{Sreconp Reavine|.—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) ... 364 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Earl of Selborne.) 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ih ep = as ae bis aoe See 
On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
Employment of Children Bill—{Seconp ReapinG].—Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading read. 
Lord Belper 375 
On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
Ireland Development Grant Bill—{Seconp Reaprne].—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Denbigh ‘a i ae ae we — ws wee 


Bill read 2* (according to Order): Committee negatived ; and Bill to be 
read 3* on Monday next. 
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GRIEVANCES OF RESERVE OFFICERS. 


Lord Rosmead 
The Earl of Hardwicke 


Post Office Sites Bilf—Honse in Committee (according to Order). Bill 
reported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3* on Monday next ... 


BRITISH CONSUL-GENERAL IN CRETE. 
Lord Ne wton 


The Secretary of Stute for Foreign . Affairs (The Murquess of Lansdowne): 


Addenbrooke's Hospital Bill.—Read 3* (according to Order), and passed ... 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill.—Third wanes - hich stood 
appointed for yesterday) put off to Monday next - 


Poor Law (Dissolution of School Districts and weaned sont 
Read 3* (according to Order), and passed : 


Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill—Read 3* (according to Order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons “i 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Standing Order No, XXXIX. to be considered on 
Monday next in order to its being suspended for the remainder of the 
session ... & 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before One o’clock a.m. to 
Monday next, Three o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 7tH AUGUST, 1903. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Cork Harbour Bill; Ebbw Vale Water and I:iprovement Bill ; Erith Tram- 


ways and Improvement Bill; Great Central Railway Bill ; North Eastern 
Railway Bill; Sheffield Corporation Bill ; South Yorkshire Joint Railways 
Bill; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill.—Lords’ 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Bradford Corporation Bill [Loxps]; Bury and District Joint Water Board 
Bill | Lords |.—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


North-Western Electricity and Power-Gas Bill -> be read 


the third time upon Monday next 


Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [Lorps].—A_ verbal 
Amendment made; Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments oa wid ; ; ° da 


Salford Corporation Bill [Lorps] (King’s Consent ae —Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments ‘ iva oe 


Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power - penny —Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments 
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PrivATE Bitis.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 220 and 246, relating to 
Private Bills, be suspended for the remainder of the session. 


That as regards Private Bills to be returned by the House of Lords 
with Amendments, such Amendments (if unopposed) be considered forth- 
with. 

That as regards Private Bills to be returned by the House of Lords 
with Amendments, such Amendments (if opposed) shall be considered at 
such times as the Chairman of Ways and Means may determine. 

That when it is intended to propose any Amendments thereto, a copy 
of such Amendments shall be deposited in the Private Bill Office, and 
notice given on the day on which the Bill shall have been returned from 
the Lords.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Hastings Harbour Bill [Lorps].—Ordered, That Standing Orders 271 and 
236 be suspended, and that the Committee of Selection have Fo 
to appoint the Committee on the Bill, to sit and proceed on bias 11th 
August.—(Z'he Chairman of Ways and Means.) ‘ xh 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill {Lorps] —Re- 
ported, without Amendment; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ... re ve as aa er sas 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill |Lorps|.-—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ae wate 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to—Wick and Pulteney 
Harbours Order Confirmation Bill, without Amendment. 


Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway Bill, Coventry Electric Tram- 
ways Bill, Strabane and Letterkenny Railway Bill, now—Strabane, Raphoe, 
and Convoy Railway Bill, with Amendments. 

Amendment to Amendments to—Kast Ham Improvement Bill, witl:out 
Amendment sos ae “ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL Prices.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
6th August; Mr. Gerald Balfour|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 321.] ‘ a pee sas ‘a a vn 


TRADE (BritisH COLONIES WITH ForeIGN Countrigs).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 6th August; Mr. (rerald Balfour}; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. (No. : 32: 2.] — ‘he is obs 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp.—Copy presented, of Thirty-second Annual Report 
of the Local Government Board, 1902-3 [bv Command]; to lie upon the 
Table 7 re 


Boarp OF AGRICULTURE (DISTRIBUTION OF GRANTS).—Copy presented, of 
Annual Report on the Distribution of Grants for Agricultural Education 
and Research in the year 1902-3 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


Canapa.—Copy presented, of Address to His Majesty on Irish Affairs from 
the House of Commons of Canada, and the Reply thereto [by Command | ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ie dee iss we oe ‘a 


CoLoNIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy Fong oy of Colonial Report, No. 392 
(St. Helena, Annual —* for 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... : “ ose one one ou ose — 
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East INDIA REVENUE AccouNnTs.—Ordered, That the several Accounts and 
Papers which have been presented to the House in this session of Parlia- 
ment relating to the Revenues of India be referred to the consideration of 
a Committee of the Whole House.—(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


Resolved, That this House will, upon Thursday next, resolve itself into the 
said Committee.—(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


RanD MINEs (NATIvE Morratity).—Address for “ Return of the Statistics of 
Mortality, Sickness and Desertion amongst the natives employed in the 
Rand Mines —* the anes October, ie to March, 1903.”—(Mr. 
Trevelyan.) ‘ : oe 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RaTEs) ACT, 1894 (AccoUNTS UNDER SECTION 1 (7) 
OF THE AcT).—Return ordered, ‘‘ showing according to the accounts for 
the twelve months preceding the 3lst day of March, 1903, furnished to 
the Local Government Board under Section 1 (7)eof the London 
(Equalisation of Rates) Act, 1894 ; (1) The amounts paid during the year 
out of the Equalisation Fund under the Act to the Corporation of the City 
of London and each of the Councils of Metropolitan Boroughs to whom 
payments out of that fund were made ; (2) The amount of the expenses in- 
curred during the year by each of these authorities (a) under the Public 
Health (London) Act 1891 (including expenses of scavenging streets) ; (b) 
in respect of lighting; and (c) in respect of streets (other than the ex- 
penses of scavenging) ; and (3) The amount expended during the year by 
each such authority out of the sums received by them under the Act (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 301, of session 1902).”—(Mr. 
Grant Lawson) ood ss esis yan oss . ' ' 


Loca TAXATION ACCOUNT, 1902—3.—Return ordered, “ showing in respect of 
the financial year ended the 31st day of March, 1903, the distribution of 
the proceeds of the Local Taxation Licences, Estate Duty, and Local Tax- 
ation (Customs and Excise) Duties paid into the Local ‘Taxation Account 
in pursuance of the provisions of the Local Government Act, 1888, the 
Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890, and The Finance Act, 
1894 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 274, of session 
1902).”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) ... : . - 


DutiEs on British Goops (ForEIGN CouNnrTrigs).—Order [24th April, 1902] 
for Return relative thereto read, and discharged.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) .. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


MARINE INSURANCE LAW CONSOLIDATION BILL.—Question, Sir Albert Rollit 
(Islington, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour oe one 


REGULATIONS AS TO IMPORTATION OF Dous.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


Pay OF DocKYARD JOINERS.—-Question, Mr. etieiies Gennes Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster aia ae ji we ne 


CosT AND PLANS OF ProposED EXTENSION OF BRITISH MUSEUM.— Questions, 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answers, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


MopeL OF Proposep NATIONAL MEMORIAL TO QUEEN VICTORIA.—Question, 
Lord Balearres ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish ve Su me 


Rates Paip By RAILWAY COMPANIES TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES.—Question, Sir 
John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
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IRISH PosTAL ORDER DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. Field Ns St. sige ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain , ae - ; 


Ir1IsH NON-VOTED ACCOUNTS.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Elliot 


GRANT TO ScoTTiIsH NATIONAL GALLERY.— Question, Sir J. Stirling-Maxwell 
(Glasgow, College) ; Answer, Mr. Elliot on oe ut ' 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE, LONDON—MEAL RELIEFS.—Question, Mr. Claude 
Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain * 


2YNN AND BLack River DRAINAGE, County LEITRIM.—Questions, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Longford, N.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham : 


EDUCATION OF TAMIL CHILDREN IN CEYLON.—Question, Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ; 


TRANSFER OF ADEN FROM INDIA OFFICE TO FOREIGN OFFICE.—Question, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ak es 


Mr. E. T. Hootty.—Questions, Mr. Markham Cues eisai 
Answers, Sir Robert Finlay ‘ ‘i 


Motor-Cars Bills {Loxps|. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 1. 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘drives,’ to insert the words 
‘or being an owner permits when present.’”—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter cau Bristol, S. "7 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 

Mr, Cropps (Lancashire, Stretford) 

Mr. Wallace (2erth) aes 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, SS.) 

Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) 

The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, ‘Inverness Burghs) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 

“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘ when present.’ ” 
Amendment to proposed Amendment agreed to. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :--Ayes, 37; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 239.) 
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Mr. Walter Long ... 
Mr. Dalziel om 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words ‘recklessly or negli- 
gently, or.’” —(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... 
Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr, Allhusen (Hackney, Central) ... 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 6, to leave out the words ‘or at a speed.’ ”— 
(Mr. Allhusen.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S. ). 

Mr. Bayle 7] (Derlhy byshire, Cheste or fie sll) . 
Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Vr. Brigg (Yorksh ire, W R., Keighley) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 8, to leave out from the word ‘highway’ to the 
word ‘that’ in line 10. ny Mr. Brigg.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... 

Major Jameson (Clare, W. ).. nad 

Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Farcham) 

Mr. Dalz wl eee 

Mr. Seely (Lincoln) 

Sir Albert Rollit 

Mr. ~¢ son Walton 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N. ) ‘ ss 
Mr. Kundles (Cumberland, Cocker mouth) das 
Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed — 


“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ must,’ to insert the words 
. 5 , * 1 . ray . 
‘having regard to the provisions of Section 8.’ ”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... a ve 

Mr. Ke —_ Balfour (Christchurch) 

Mr, Dalziel — 
Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrewshire, i .).« 
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Mr, Bayley oe 

Mr. Scott-Montagu 

Mr, T. M. Healy 

Mr. Walter Long 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘might,’ to insert the word 
‘reasonably. ¥n_ Mr. Scott-Montaqn.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Seely 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 1, line 11, to leave out the words, ‘ this Act,’ and insert 
the words, ‘the Highway Act, 1835,’ ”—( Mr. Seely.) 
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Question put, “ That the words ‘twenty-five’ stand part of the proposed 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 51 ; Noes, 178. (Division List No. 241.) 

Question, “That the word ‘twenty’ be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Murray (Coventry) 
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the proposed Amendment, as amended,” 
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motor-car is stationary when requested to do so by a police constable 
or by any person having charge of any horse or mule, he shall be 
guilty of an offence under this Act.’ ”—-(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. Dalziel ‘ 
Sir Frederick Banbury 
Mr. Norman... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Dalziel 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2. 

Mr. Scott-Montagu 


Amendment proposed 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 
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sons instituting a prosecution or laying the information under the 
Acts aforesaid, shall pay any costs and expenses incurred by the 
person so prosecuted.’ ”—(Mr, Arthur Stanley.) 


Mr. Walter Long 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 1, to leave out the word ‘five,’ and insert the 
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Question proposed, “ That the word ‘five’ stand part of the clause.” 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 22 ; Noes, 135. (Division List No. 244.) 
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mark had been obscured or rendered not easily distinguishable by un- 
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control.’ ”—(Sir Robert Finlay.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
The sitting was suspended. 
On the return of the Chairman— 
Clause 5. 

Mr, Seott-Montagu ase ve avs ae ia arr .. 468 
Amendment proposed 

“Tn page 2, line 15, after the word ‘licensed’ to insert the words 


‘after an examination conducted by experts appointed by the Local 
Government Board.’ ”-—( Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


The Sceretary of the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, York- 


shire, N.R., Thirsk) eee eee eee eve eee eee ... 469 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed — 


“In page 2, line 17, at end, to insert the words ‘No person shall 
° 5 ’ ° a . . , 
drive a motor-car on a public highway with his face so concealed as not 
to he reasonably identified.’”—( Mr. Lawrence.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Amendment proposed— 
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Question put, and agreed to. 





Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 7. 
Mr. Grant Lawson ... 


Amendment proposed--- 


“Tn page 4, after the word ‘ application’ to leave out the words, 
‘of the Council of the County or County Borough’ and insert the 
words ‘ the local authority.’”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 





: Mr. T. M. Healy ... ve ne 
I Sir Albert Rollit ... ries eee 
Mr. Dalziel 

Mr. Walter Long . 


(Question put, and negatived. 


Words inserted. 


Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) 


ore? 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 30, after the word ‘situate’ to insert the words 
‘or at any time during which lights are required to be carried.’ ”— 
(Mr. Bill.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Walter Lony ... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Major Jameson... énie si 
Mr. Scott-Montagu sas eee 


OS rere _ _ 
— TERT tac CLT 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 31, to leave out the word ‘ten’ and insert the 
word ‘ twelve.’ ”—(Mr. Scott-Montaqu.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ ten’ stand part of the clause.” 
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Mr. William M‘Arthur ... we a he ve Bu ... 499 
Mr. Walter Long ... ae pee haa ses - ~~ — 
Mr. William Redmond _... am ins ae oe Aube ... 500 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ne sen ae bis is are oe oe 
Mr. Walter Long ... ad me sah ahs hes aed .. 501 
Mr. Louis Sinclair os ne bad re vies me we Oe 


* Question put. 
The Committee divided : —Ayes, 97 ; Noes, 26. (Division List No. 248.) 
Mr. Dalziel ei ve aes ons on ate ie -- 503 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report 


Progress, and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Mr. Louis Sinclair me ‘pa ae ats roe bee vc ee 
Mr, Seely... sed baa ‘ss ised ‘pi adi bai wee 64 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 4, line 34, to leave out the word ‘ten,’ and insert the 
word ‘five.’ ”—(Major Jumeson.) 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Walter Long ... nee on ken see a ane w. 505 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed—- 

“Tn page 4, line 37, to leave out the words ‘County or County 
Borough,’ and insert the words ‘local authority within the area. ’” 
(Mr, Grant Lawson.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 39, after the word ‘ public’ to insert the words 
‘and conspicuous notice by day and lighted by night.’”—(Mr. Louis 
Sinclair.) 
Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... hits tes sak Dab bus a, ... 805 
Mr. Louis Sinclair ... sabi is sea ate “ aa oo. ©6805 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 4, line 41, to leave out from the word ‘ regulation,’ to 
end of line, and insert the words ‘ No prosecution shall be made in the 
event of an offence being committed whereby, in consequence of fog, 
or insufficient light, the owner shall have been prevented from con- 
forming with this regulation.’ ”—( Mr. Louis Sinclavr.) 


Question proposed “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... bes sak eis ae ae ae .. 5O5 
Mr. T. M. Healy... or sea bes ae Ser ~ ... 505 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
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Mr. Louis Sinclair oe we see ii ee es .. 506 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 2, after the word ‘borough,’ to insert the words 
‘or motor-car owner.’ ”—(Mr. Louis Sineluir.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 7, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 8. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 6, at beginning to insert the words ‘ Subject to 
regulation as to size and colours to be made by the Local Government 
Board.’ "—(Sir Charles Renshaw.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. T. M. Healy 506 
Mr. Walter Ling 507 
(Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed — 
“In page 5, line 6, after the word ‘of’ to insert the words 
‘boroughs and elsewhere than in boroughs of.’ ”—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed — 
“In page 5, line 6, to leave out the words ‘and county 
boroughs.’ —(Sir Albert Rollit.) 
(Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” put, and agreed to. 
Mr, Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 507 
Amendment proposed— 
: “In page 5, line 6, after the word ‘boroughs’ to insert the words 
‘may prohibit motor-cars above any width which they consider 
; } necessary for safety from entering any narrow road within their areas, 
. and may cause to be put up signposts to give notice to this effect, 
and.’”—(Mr, Wylie.) 
: Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
' 
{ Mr. Walter Long ii! tear Bette on ae 
Améndment, by leave, withdrawn. 
: Amendment proposed— 
F «In page 5, line 8, after the word ‘ places’ to insert the words ‘ on 
| main roads where the surface is being re-metalled before rolling, and.’ ” 
-—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 
5 OG Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Hi) : 


Question put, and negatived. 


Clanse 8, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 9. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 5, line 10, after the word ‘ under,’ to insert the words 
‘Section | of this Act.’ ”—(Mr. Scoft-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 12, to leave out the word ‘twenty,’ and insert 
the word ‘ten.’”—( Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word ‘twenty,’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Walter Long ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Several formal Amendments having been withdrawn, 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 10, 
Mr. Walter Long ... 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, to leave out Clause 10.°-—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 11. 
Mr. Walter Long 
Clause 11 agreed to. 


Clauses 12 and 13 agreed to. 


Clause 14. 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) as wins ons ise _ ine 
Sir Robert Finlay ... as - ae: Reign 
Mr. William Redmond one ~ si 


Sir Robert Finlay ... ae he secs — “aa ms 
Mr. William Redmond —... 4a a sds it a4 a 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ous sis ah "ae ae bea 


Amendment proposed — 
“In page 5, line 37, after the word ‘Crown,’ to insert the words 
‘and to the police.’ — (Mr. Scolt-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put, and negatived. 

Clause 14 agreed to. 

Clause 15 agreed to. 


Clause 16. 


Several drafting Amendments proposed by the Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
(;RAHAM MurRRAY, Buteshire) were agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 29, at end, to insert the words ‘Such appeal 
shall lie to the sheriff depute and shall be heard summarily. Such 
appeal may be taken either immediately after the judgment appealed 
against has been pronounced, or within seven days thereafter, and 
upon such appeal being taken the sentence of imprisonment shall be 
suspended until the appeal has been disposed of ; provided that the 
appellant shall, at the time of taking such appeal, lodge in the hands 
of the clerk of Court a bond with sufficient cautioner or otherwise give 
security satisfactory to the Court for appearing before the sheriff 
depute. The sheriff depute is hereby authorised and empowered on 
such appeal to hear evidence whether led at the original hearing or 
not, and to reconsider the merits of the case and reverse or confirm in 
whole or in part the judgment appealed against, or give such new or 
different judgment as he in his discretion shall thirk fit ; and save as 
provided by the Summary Prosecutions Appeals (Scotland) Act, 1875, 
his judgment shall be final and not subject to review. (6) An appeal 
taken in terms of this Act by a person holding a licence against an 
order for suspension or disqualification shall be taken and disposed of 
as nearly as may be in the manner and subject to the conditions pro- 
vided by the immediately preceding sub-section.’”—(The Lord 
Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 29, at end, to insert the words ‘(6) Section 
94 of The Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889 (which relates 
to the recovery and application or penalties under that Act) shall 
apply to the recovery and application of penalties in respect of offences 
under this Act, and the principal Act, and in respect of breaches of any 


by-law or regulation made under either of said Acts.’”—(7'he Master of 


Klibank.) 


Mr. A. Graham Murray 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 16, an amended, agreed to. 
Clause 17, 


Major Jameson 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, at the end of Clause 17, to add the words ‘The 
Criminal Evidence Act of 1898 except Sections 5 and 7 shall for the 
purposes of this Act be deemed to he in foree.’” —( Major Jameson.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. / M. Healy 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 17 agreed to. 


Clause 18. 


The Master of Elibank (Edinburgh, Midlothian) ... 


Amendment proposed—- 


Thi page 7, line 3, after the word ‘car’ to insert the words ‘and 
a motor-cycle and its trailer shall for the purposes of this Act he 
treated as one vehicle,’ ”__(The Master of Elibank.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... ons pa om eae 
Mr. Scott-Montagu ... ‘ ns ; ait 
Mr. Walter Long 

Mr. T. M. Healy 

Mr. Scott-Montagu ... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Scott-Montagu .. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 8, to leave out the word ‘ January’ and to insert 
the word ‘ March.’”—( Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ January’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. Walter Long ... kgs ae wit 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 18 agreed to. 
. Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., Buckrose) 
Clause (Power to local authority to regulate use of roads). 


“In the case of a public road or part of a public road which is of 
a less width than twenty feet, the Council of any County or County 
Borough may, with the consent of the Local Government Board make 
such regulations in regard to the use of such road or part of a road by 
motor-cars as they may consider desirable ; and the Council of any 
County or County Borough may with such consent schedu'e certain 
roads as unsuitable for motor traffic, and may issue regulations pro- 
hibiting motor traffic on such roads.” —( Mr. Luke White.) 


Brought up and read the first time, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second 
time. 
Mr. Walter Long 

Question put, and negatived. 

Clause (Mode of summons). 


“No summons shall be issued against any person for an offence 
under this Act except upon an information in writing signed by the 
complainant and countersigned by the clerk to the justices, and no 
summons shall be issued by a justice or justices except during the 
sessions of the petty sessional Court.”—( Mr. Scoft-Montayu.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... 
Mr, Louis Sinclair 


Mr. Dalziel 
Question put. 


The Committee divided ; Ayes, 19 ; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 249.) 
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Clause (Duration). 


“This Act shall continue in force till the thirty-first day of 
December, nineteen hundred and six, and no longer, unless Parliament 
shall otherwise determine.” —(Mr. Murray.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause (Exemptions). 

“A medical man driving a motor-car or cycle for the purpose of 
attending a patient who is in urgent need of his assistance shall not be 
liable to any penalties for exceeding the limit of speed provided under 
this Act.” —( Mr. Scott-Montaqu.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a seeond 
time.” 


Mr. Walter Long 
Mr. Scott-Montagu ... 


(Juestion put, and negatived. 


Bill reported, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 317.] 


Railways (Electrical Power) Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


South African Loan and War Contribution Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed. 


Navy AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1901-02.—Resolutions reported. 


Whereas it appears by the Navy Appropriation Account for the year 
ended the 3lst day of March, 1902, and the statement appended thereto, 
as follows, viz. :—(v.) That the gross expenditure for certain Navy Services 
exceeded the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum of £205,224 2s. 6d., 
as shown in Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto appended ; while the 
gross expenditure for other Navy Services fell short of the estimate of 
such expenditure by a total sum of £220,819 4s. 1d., as shown in Column 
No. 2 of the said appended Schedule, so that the gross actual expenditure 
for the whole of the Navy Services fell short of the gross estimated ex- 
penditure by the net sum of £15,595 1s. 7d. ; (b.) That the receipts in 
aid of certain Grants for Navy Services fell short of the total estimated 
receipts by the sum of £89,584 Os. 11d., as shown in Column No. 3 of the 
said appended Schedule, while the receipts in aid of other Navy Services 
exceeded the estimate of such receipts by a total sum of £168,173 16s. 8d., 
as showa in Column No. 4 of the said appended Schedule, so that the total 
actual receipts in aid of the Grants for Navy Services exceeded the total 
estimated receipts by the net sum of £78,589 15s. 9d.; (¢.) That the 
resulting differences between the Exchequer Grants for Navy Services and 
the net expenditure are as follows, viz. :— 


£ s. d 

Total Surpluses— - - - - - 275,779 5 11 
Total Deticits - - - - - - 181,594 8 7 
Net Surplus - - - - - £94,184 17 4 
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And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 
have temporarily authorised the application, in reduction of the net charge 
on Exchequer Grants for certain Navy Services, of the whole of the sums 
received in excess of the estimated Appropriations-in-Aid, in respect of the 
same services ; and have also temporarily authorised the application of so 
much of the said total surpluses on certain Grants for Navy Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits on other Grants for Navy Services, 
1. Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 
SCHEDULE. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations-in-Aid. 
Excesses of Surpluses of Deficiencies Surpluses 
2 a _— Actual over Estimated of actual as of Actual as 
~~ of Navy § = 1901-1902. Estimated over Actual | compared with | cor.pared with 
ote. otes. Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
1. 2. 3. 4. 
£ 8. d. & s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. 
1 Wages, &c. of Officers, Seamen, 
and Boys, Coast Guard, and 
Royal Marines os ee 39,328 19 8 6,168 16 10 ee 
3 Victualling and Clothing for 
the Navy “a Res 3,749 7 O ae és 13,753 19 1 
2 Medical Establishments and 
Services .. = on aa as 11,570 2 0 “a 503 10 2 
4 Martial Law ee ee = 92110 3 es - 38 4 6 
5 Educational Services a es 5,831 15 5 214 8 os 
6 Scientific Services aa ao“ 742 5 10 we éa 3,247 1 5 
7 Royal Naval Reserve .. om ee 45,773 16 10 8214 4 
8 Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
tenance, &c. 
Sec, 1 Personnel 18,822 18 5 oe ee 88 3 1 
Sec. 2 Matériel ‘ 86,826 19 8 os oe 70,164 7 1 
Sec. 3 Contract Work oe 77,974 15 9 36,800 10 11 id 
9 Naval Armaments ee ee 24,989 10 0 av 57,440 0 0 
1 Works, Buildings, and Repairs 
at Home and Abroad 38,324 12 9 - 22,052 7 3 
11 Miscellaneous Effective Ser- 
vices oe os - ae 35,940 0 9 44,329 6 10 
12 -. | Admiralty Office es - 4,975 6 7 * 599 
13 -. | Half-Pay, Reservedand Retired 
Pay wa oe oe es oe 16,354 11 4 82412 0 
l4 Naval and Marine Pensions, 
Gratuities, and Compassion- 
" ate Allowances - xe 6,314 19 7 oe 1,445 12 9 
15 Civil Pensions and Gratuities 3,704 13 11 i 12 611 a 
Amount written off as irre- 
coverable wa ee os 3,897 0 10 
205,224 2 6 220,819 4 1 89,584 011 168,173 16 8 


























Net Surplus, £15,595 1 7 


Net Surplus, £78,589 15 9 





Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer £94,184 17 4 


Whereas it appears by the Army Appropriation Account for the year 


ended the 31st day of March, 1902, and the statement appended 
thereto, as follows, viz. :—(a.) That the gross expenditure for certain 
Army Services exceeded the estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £4,796,909 14s. 11d., as shown in Column No. 1 of the Schedule 
hereto appended; while the gross expenditure for other Army 
Services fell short of the estimate of such expenditure by a total sum 
of £2,923,978 7s. 2d., as shown in Column No. 2 of the said appended 
Schedule ; so that the gross actual expenditure for the whole of the 
Army Services exceeded the gross estimated expenditure by the net 
sum of £1,872,931 7s. 9d. ; (6.) That the receipts in aid of certain 
Army Services fell short of the estimate of such receipts by a total 
sum of £235,231 13s. 6d., as shown in Column No. 3 of the said 
appended Schedule ; while the receipts in aid of other Army Services 
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exceeded the estimate of such receipts by a total sum of £2,362,289 
5s. 8d., as shown in Column No. 4 of the said appended Schedule ; ; SO 
that the total actual receipts in aid of the grants for Army Services 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by the net sum of £2,127,057 


10s. 2d. ; 


(c.) That the resulting differences between the Exchequer 


Grants for Army Services and the net expenditure are as follows, 


viz. :-— 


Total Surpluses 
Total Deficits - . 


Net Surplus - - 


And whereas by a Vote of Parliament during 


of Commons Paper, 


£ a 
- 3,773,058 9 4 
E a 6 11 
= £254,196 2 5 


the present Session (House 
No. 255, of 1903) a further sum of £100 has been 


granted for the expenditure of the year 1901-2, and the appropriation 
of additional receipts in aid of such expenditure has been sanctioned 


872,8 


to the amount of £1,8 


31 7s. 9d. 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application of so much of the said total 
surpluses on certain Grants for Army Services as is necessary to cover 
the said total deficits on other Grants for Army Services. 


Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 


SCHEDULE. 


Gross Expenditure. 





Excesses of 


Surpluses of 


Defic'encies of 


Binet rota in-Aid. 


Surpluses of 





Army Serv'ces, 1901-1902. Actual over Estimated Actual as Actual as 
Votes. Estimated over Actual | compared with | compared with 
Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. heceipts 
1. 2. 3. 4. 
2 a @] £&s @ £ s. d £ s. d 


Pay, &c., of Army (General Staff, Regi- 





ments, Reserve, and oe 
Pay, & a0 

Pay, Bounty, &c. P 
Yeomanry ¢ ‘avalry : Pay and Allowances. . 
Volunteer Corps : Pay and Allowances . 
Transport and Re mounts 

Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies 
Clothing Establishments, and Services 


Militia - 


Wanlike and other Stores : Supply and 
Repair ~- nt ; acs 
Works, Buildings, and Repairs: Cost, 


including Statf for Engineer Services .. | 
Establishments for Military Education 
Miscellaneons Effective Servic, | 
War Office : Salaries and Miscellaneous j 

Charges ae 
Non-etfective Charges for ‘Oftic ers, Ke. 
Non-etfective Charges for Men, &c. 
Superannuation, a X& Com- 





| Balances irrecoverable 


| 
passionate Allowances ; ne 
| 
| 


| Add Excess Vote 


Resolutions agreed to 


689,068 5 6) 
5 


99,267 


2,285,301 19 3 
1,506,875 16 0 











iii 3 
1,110,777 16 11 
41,394 3 9 es 
‘ 6,188 4 0 
54448 5 8] F 
24,676 10 UO - 
es 414,059 16 6 
81,166 9 as 
1565 3 1 445 0 
13,145 18 9 | ee 
4,796,909 14 11 | 2,923,978 7 2 235,231 13 6 
‘x 100 0 0 pa 
4,796,909 14 11 2,924,078 7 2 235,231 13 6 





} 1,168,151 





2770 9 3 


06 6 
1,275 12 7 
168,046 2 7 
1l 0 
79,147 18 4 


378.456 18 6 
511 6 
16 
lt 9 





2,362,289 3 8 


2,362,289 3 8 





Net Deticit, £1,872,831 7 9 


Net Surplus, £2,127,057 





Net Surplus ... 


£254,226 2 5 
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Military Works Bill.—lead the third time, and passed 


Public Buildings Expenses Bill.— Read 


a second time, and committed for 
Monday next... ; ose a me joa 


Supery [3rp AvGust, EVENING SITTING}. 
Resolutions reported. 


Army EstiMaTEs, 1903-4. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £530,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the charge for the pay, ete., of the medical establishment, 
and for Medicines, ete., which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904.” 

2. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,838,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the charge for transport and remounts, which will conie in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,822,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the charge for clothing establishments aiid services, which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1904.” 


Civiz, Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 

1903-4.—Criass VII. 

4. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for a grant in aid of the 
expenses incurred in connection with the visit of the President of the 
French Republic in England, in July, 1903.” 

5. “ That a sum, not exceeding £123,334, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the Ireland Develop- 
ment Grant (Grant-in-Aid). 


Army (EXCESSEs), 1901-2. 

6. “That a sum, not exceeding £100, be granted to His Majesty, to make 
good excesses of Army expenditure beyond the grants, for the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 

Resolutions read a second time. 

First two Resolutions agreed to. 

Third Resolution postponed. 

Subsequent Resolutions agreed to. , 

Postponed Resolution to be considered upon Monday next ... je 


Public Works Loans Bill.—Read the third time, and passed... 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill [Lorps].—Considered in Com- 
mittee, and reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next... ae ~— a ee 


eee eee . eee tee 
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Isle of Man (Customs) Bill.—Considercd in Committec, and reported, 
without Amendment ; to be read the third time upon Monday next ... 538 


ae Scab Bill.—As amended (by the Standing mena considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Monday next ‘ . 528 


Burgh Police (Scotland) Bill.-—As amended (by the Standing enti. 
considered ; Bill read the third time, and passed... 528 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill.—As amended (by the entities sane 
considered ; Bill read the third time, and passed _... 52 


KR 


Marriages Legalisation Bill.—As amended, considered ; Bill read the third 
time, and passed be a —6 os ne an au ... 828 


Greenwich Hospital.—Resolved, That the Statement of the estimated ex- 
penditure of Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ Foundation for the year 
1903-4 be approved.—(Mr. Pretyman.) ae ane ae rm o. 6886 


ADJOURNMENT.— Resolved, That this House, at the rising of the House this 
day, do adjourn till Monday next.—(Sir A. Acland- Howl.) 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 28th day of 
July, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Three o'clock a.m. till Monday 
next. 





~_ ae nm 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 10TH AUGUST, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill —Read 3°, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons a5 a 


Bradford Corporation Bill [11.1.]; Bury and District Joint Water Board 
Bill [H.L.] ; Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [u.1.]; Salford 
Corporation Bill [1.1.] ; Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power Bill 
[1 L..].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments --- 529 


PETITIONS. 


Army.—Petition against putting any part of the cost of troops in South Africa 
on the Indian Revenue ; of Indians resident in London, etc.; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table soa pa wih a me wis << ee 


His HicHNess MAHENDRA MAHARAZA MADHAVA SINGH.—Petition for redress 
of grievances ; of His Highness Mahendra Maharaza Madhava Singh, de jure 
Ruling Chief of Panna, in Central India; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table =a ka ei am ons bas - pat gsc .. §29 


RETURNS, REPORTS, C. 
TRADE Reports, 


ANNUAL Serirs.—No. 3056. France (Lyons, St. Etienne, and _ 
Grenoble) ; No. 3057, Portugal (Madeira) _... soe ww =. a 


MISCELLANEOUS Sertes.—No. 595. Report on the German Veterinary _ 
High Schools is eke Nea “ee aa us ni sos ©0629 
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Summary, showing result of Columns.—(Lord Ardilaun.) 


Lord Massy - 537 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 538 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) : ‘ 539 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Patriotic Fund Bill—{Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) ... sei ... 539 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2°.” —(7'he Earl of Selborne.) 

The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) seu oe so. 840 

Earl Spencer sala Sale dos ‘s ae amt PES +s O40 

Lord Welby an bea ee ao He are Pee sss 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order) : Then (Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. having been suspended), Bill committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House forthwith. House in Committee accordingly. Bill 
reported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived. Bill 
read 3%, and passed. 


Sugar Convention Bill—{Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne one ois om one oo .. 541 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2*,"—( The Muar juese of Lans lowne.) 
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Earl Spencer 
Amendment moved— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and add at the end of the Motion 


the words ‘ this day three months.’ ”—(Larl Spencer.) 


Lord Welby 

Lord Farrer eve eee 

The Duke of Marlborough... 

Lord Tweedmouth ... wai ie ie one Sam ea 
The I'resident of the Board of Agriculture (The Earl of Onslow) 


On Question, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Motion,” their 
Lordships divided :—Contents, 108 ; Not-Contents, 16. 


Bill read 2" accordingly. Committee negatived. Then (Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. having been suspended), Bill read 3° and passed. 


Licensing Acts (Scotland) Consolidation and Amendment Bill. —Bill 
read 3* (according to Order) with the Amendments. 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


Further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Irish Land Bill.—Amendments reported (according to Order). 
The Earl of Arran 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 1, lines 17 and 18, to leave out the words ‘ passing of 
the Act of 1896’ and to insert ‘1st day of January, 1886.’”—( Th 
Earl of Arran.) 


The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Earl of Belmore 


Amendment moved 


“In page 3, line 24, to leave out the words ‘and adjacent to or 
in the neighbourhood of the estate. ”—( (The Earl of Belmore.) 


Lod Cloncurry Pe 
The Earl of Crewe 
The Duke of Deconshir 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Dunboyne 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 6, after the word ‘it’ to insert as a new sub- 
section : ‘(5) In estimating the amount which may be advanced under 
this section for the re-purchase by the vendor of any demesne or other 
land, and any mansion or dwelling house or other buildings thereon, 
the Land Commission may take into account the aggregate amount of 

the purchase money of the holdings and other parcels of land sold by 
the same vendor or by his predecessors in title under this Act.’”— 
(Lord Dunboyne.) 
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Lord Clonbrock ae ms. Pe: Be roe 
The Due of Devonshire... oe ee waa 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 
The Earl of Belmore ve oes its s je 


Amendment moved 

“Tn page 4, line 12, after the word ‘settlement’ to insert as a 
new sub-section the words ‘(5) Where any settled land is so purchased 
and re-sold to the vendor, or sold to such other person as aforesaid, it 
shall be free and discharged from all superior or intervening interests 
and encumbrances whatsoever, and from all terms of years, powers, and 
other provisions for securing the same, and the same shall be trans- 
ferred to the purchase money in like manner as immediately before the 
sale they attached to the said lands.’”—(7he Earl of Belmore.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Earl of Belmore 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 12, after the word ‘settlement,’ to insert as a 
new sub-section the words ‘ (6) The said lands when re-sold, or sold as 
aforesaid, shall not be subject to the provisions of the Local Registra- 
tion of Title Act, 1891, relating to the tenure upon which such land 
shall be held.’” —(The Earl of Belmore.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Clonbrock 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 6, line 3, after the word ‘offer’ to insert the words 
‘and the amount of purchase money therefor.’ ” 
line 5, after the word ‘Commission’ to insert the 
woids ‘and the amount of purchase money therefor.’” 
line 6, after the first word ‘the’ to insert the word 
‘total.’ ”— (Lord Clonbrock-.) 


The Lord Chancelior of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) it Ae oe 
Lord Clonbroel: amd ss wee fre whe ey a ar 
The Earl of Belmore 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


The Duke of Abercorn 4 — ia ie oe ee on 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 7, line 25, to leave out the words ‘the foregoing pro- 
visions,’ and:insert the words ‘Sub-section | of Section 1.’”—(7he Duke 
of Abercorn.) 

The Duke of Devonshire... en fa oe om oo 
The Earl of Belinore me re si a ae no 


On Question Amendment agreed to. 
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Lord Maenaghten ... Por ‘sien ae Bike ba ag 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page &, line 13, to leave out the words ‘the exclusive’; in 
line 14, after the first word ‘rights’ to insert the words ‘ exclusive of 
the tenant.’ ”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... eae i ins 


Amendment moved— 

“ After Sub-section 3, in Clause 13, to insert as a new sub-section 
the words : ‘(2) Where a sale has taken place under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts of holdings or an estate, and the purchase agreement. pro- 
vides that the sporting rights shall belong to the vendor, or where 
the sporting rights vest in the Land Commission under this Act, there 
shall be vested in the vendor or the Land Commission, and their 
respective successors and assign3, the right to prosecute trespassers in 
pursuit of game or fish thereon, as fully and effectually as if they were 
the legal occupier of the land, and for all such purposes they shall be 
deemed to be such occupier.’ ”—( The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Sub-section 3, in Clause 13, to insert as a new sub-section 
the words: ‘(2) Any person authorised by or in pursuance of the last 
preceding sub-section to enter on land for the purpose of exercising 
sporting rights shall have the same authority to prosecute for tri spiss 
in pursuit of game or fish as if he were the owner of the land.’ ”—( 7'he 
Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved—- 


“Tn page 9, line 20, after the word ‘Commissioners,’ and to insert 
as a new Sub-section the words: ‘(2) Where those Commissioners 
refuse to consent to the vesting of any such monument in them, the 
Land Commission may, with the consent of the Council of the County 
within which the monument is situate, make an order vesting the 
monument in that Council, and Sub-section 2 of Section 19 of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, shall thereupon apply.’ ”— (Lord 
Monteagle of Brandon.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Eurl of Belmove nae ize 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 12, line 4, after the word ‘ holdings’ to insert the words 
‘(2) The value of such arrears of rent, if not agreed upon between the 
vendor and the Land Commission, shall be fixed by the Judicial Com- 
missioner and shall be paid by the Land Commission to the vendor over 
and above the purchase money of the lands.’”—(7he Earl of Belmore.) 
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The Lord Chancellor of Ireland _ .. ei oat eve dies -. 595 
Lord Clonbrock — ... i ai sila aly nF oa ... 597 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ee = ‘ — ae ... 598 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... roe sel vie re soe ... 598 


Question put, ‘“‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The House divided :—Contents, 50 ; Not-Contents, 56. 
The Duke of Devonshire... wil ee sad i i «ox “OOF 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 135, line 38, after the word ‘that’ to leave out to the 
end of the sub-section, and insert the words, ‘ Provided that any ques- 
tion of law may, if the Estates Commissioners think fit, and shall, on 
the application of any person interested, be referred to the decision of 
the Judicial Commissioner unless the Estates Commissioners certify in 
writing that the application is frivolous.’”—(The Duke of Devonshive.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert at end of last Amendment the words ‘ Any person 
aggrieved by any refusal of the Commissioners to so refer any such 
question, may, in the manner prescribed by rules of Court and within 
the time prescribed by the Judicial Commissioner, apply to the High 
Court or any Judge thereof for an order requiring the Commissioners 
so to refer the question, and the decision of the High Court or Judge 
upon any such application shall be final.’”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Duke of Devonshire... ine : ese wed vee see OS 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 14, line 42, to leave out the worus, ‘agents or solicitors,’ 
and insert the words ‘land agents, solicitors, or land clerks.’ "—(7'he 
Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 15, line 2, after the word ‘nomination,’ to insert the 
words ‘may be negotiated.’”—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Donoughimoreé siete ‘eats ae ky sae ae ... 604 


Amendment moved—. 

“In page 15, line 6, after the word ‘Commission’ to insert as a 
new sub-section the words ‘(11) Where in the case of the sale of an 
estate to persons other than the Land Commission an agent has been 
employed by the vendor to negotiate the sale, such sum as may be 
sanctioned by the Estates Commissioners may, with the consent of 
such vendor, be paid to that agent out of the purchase money as part 
of the costs connected with the sale.’”—(7he Earl of Donoughmore.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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The Earl of Arran 


Amendment moved— - 
“In page 15, line 21, after the word ‘all,’ to insert the words 
‘regulations and.’”—(The Earl of Arran.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 
Lord Dunboyne... ies 
The Earl of Donoughmore.. 
The Earl of Arran... 

The Duke of Devonshire 


On Question, “That those words be there inserted,” their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 46 ; Not-Contents, 62. 


Amendment moved — 
“In page 15, line 22, to leave out the words ‘the last preceding 
sub-section,’ and insert the words ‘ this s2etion.’” —(The Bul of Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 5, line 23, after the word ‘made’ to insert as a new 
Sub-section the words : ‘(13) On the sale of an estate under the Land 
Purchase Acts, whether to the Land Commission or otherwise, the 
land clerk or land clerks of such estate, of not less than ten years 
service in estates offices in Ireland, may be transferred to the offices of 
the Estates Commissioners and Congested Districts Board, with the 
assent of his employer, under such rules and regulations as the Lord 
Lieutenant, with the consent of the Treasury, may determine.’ ”—(7he 


Earl of Arran.) 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lord Dighy... 


Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 23, to insert the following clause : ‘ Land clerks of 
ten years service in an estate office, in which a gross annual rental of 
£5,000 is accounted for, shall be eligible for employment by the 
Estates Commissioners.’ ”— (Lord Dighy.) 

The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Lord Clonbrock 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 16, line 28, after the word ‘estate’ to insert the words 
‘to persons other than the Land Commission.’ ”—( Lord Clonbrock.) 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 

On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Amendinent moved— 

E In page 16, line 29, to leave out the words ‘hereinafter 
mentioned ’ and insert the words ‘of the agreement for the purchase 
of the holding.’”—(Lord Clonbrock.) 

Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved — 


“In page 16, line 33, to leave out from the word ‘use’ to the end 
of the sub-section.” —( Lord Clonhrock.) 
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Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, line 42, after the first word ‘payable’ to insert 
the words ‘out of the purchase-money or otherwise.’”—(7The Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Arran 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 17, line 42, after the first word ‘payable’ to insert 
the words ‘out of the purchase-money, or recoverable under any 
agreement or covenant, or chargeable on any other lands or securities 
which may be subject to such claim along with the lands sold.’”— 
(The Earl of Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lord Macnaghten ... er ina ele aie ads on on 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 18, line 2, after the word ‘ advances’ to insert the words 
‘provided that in case of the sale of an estate under the Lana Purchase 
Acts a vendor shull be entitled to pay off any charge or incumbrance 
thereon, notwithstanding any direction, proviso, or covenant contained 
in any deed or other instrument to the contrary.’ ”—( Lore’ Macnaghten.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Muenaghten ... ca ne 


Amendment moved— 

“To insert after the last Amendment the words: ‘ Provided also 
that this sub-section shall not apply in any case where the Land 
Commission are satisfied that it is not owing to any act or default of 
such person that his title is not established, and the amount of his 
claim invested as aforesaid.’ ”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Earl of Donoughmore ... me ne on “et awe 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 18, after line 12, to insert the following new sub-section : 
‘(4) Notwithstanding anything in this section any vendor or incum- 
brancer may apply to the Court to invest the purchase money, pending 
distribution, in any of the securities from time to time authorised by 
law for the investment of trust funds.’ ”—(7he Earl of Donoughmore.) 


The Marquess of Lansdowne ee ar is ite 
Lord Maenaghten ... a nes iat 


On Question, Amendment iad to. 
Lord Macnaghten ... ‘ike veh isk xy ne iain 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 27, line 3, after the word ‘section,’ to insert as a new 
sub-section : ‘(4) In the case of all proceedings in relation to any 
lands sold under the Li. Purchase Acts, or any charges thereon, or 
any moneys realised t)-reby, if it appears to the Court that a trustee 
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is or may be personally liable for any breach of trust, whether the 
transaction alleged to be a breach of trust occurred before or after 
the passing of this Act, but has acted honestly and reasonably, and 
ought fairly to be excused for the breach of trust, and for omitting to 
obtain the directions of the Court in the matter in which he committed 
such breach, then the Court may reijieve the trustee, either wholly or 
partly, from personal liability for the same.’ ”—( Lord Macnaghten.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Freland 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Clonbrock 


Amendments moved— 


“In page 27, line 36, after the word ‘by’ to insert the words, 
‘the Land Judge, or’; in line 41, after the words ‘ apply to’ to insert 
the words ‘the Land Judge, or.’” 

“Tn page 28, line 1, after the word ‘and’ to insert the words 
‘the Land Judge, or’; in line 3, after the word ‘to’ to insert the 
words ‘the Land Judge, or’; in line 5, after the word ‘ and’ to insert 
the words ‘the Land Judge, or’; in line 8, after the word ‘section’ 
to insert the words ‘the Land Judge, or.’ ”—( Lord Clonbrock.) 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 


Amendments, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment movel— 


“After Clause 55 to insert the following clause: ‘The word 
“estate” in Section 5 of the Act of 1881 shall include such lands of a 
landlord as are retained by him or re-purchased upon any sale of an 
estate under the Land Purchase Acts, including this Act, and the Land 
Commission may authorise a resumption under the said section, not- 
withstanding that the holding in respect of which such resumption 
is authorised is held at a judicial rent fixed for a first or subsequent 
statutory term.’ ”—(Lord Inchiquin.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


The Earl of Donoughmore ... 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 32, line 15, after the word ‘ matter’ to insert as anew 
sub-section the words : ‘(6) In the cases of sales to tenants other than 
sales by the Land Commission or sales by the Land Judge, the date of 
which interest on the purchase money payable under Sub-section 2 of 
Section 35 of the Act of 1896 shall begin to be payable shall be—(«) 
If the agreement for purchase be made on any first day of May or 
first day of November from the date of such agreement ; (/) In all 
other cases from a date to be specified in the agreement, and not being 
earlier than the gale day immediately preceding the date of agree- 
ment ; and such interest shall be dealt with according to the terms 
of the said sub-section.’ ”—( The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


Lord Castletown 
The Earl of Belmore wind 
The Lord Chancellor of Treland 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn, 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 34, line 38, after the word ‘Commissioner’ to insert as 
a new sub-section: ‘(8) In all cases in which the Commissioners of 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues are parties to any proceedings in 
the High Court or the Land Commission, the Court or Judge shall 
have power to award costs to or against said Commissioners.’ ”—(7'he 
Earl of Drogheda.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Lord Oranmore and Browne ge er ai ae si aa G23 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 36, line 29, after the word ‘deposit,’ to insert as a new 
Sub-section: ‘(3) The powers and provisoes for the redemption or 
satisfaction of superior interests conferred by Section 31 of the Act of 
1896 shall be varied or extended so as to enable the owner to satisfy a 
terminable charge by investing a capital sum in investments authorised 
pursuant to this Act, the interest on which will be sufficient to pay 
the charge, and thereupon the balance of the purchase money shall be 
discharged from any lien in respect of such superior interest, and upon 
the termination of the charge the said capital sum so invested shall 
revert to the person or persons to whom the benefit of the succession 
would have accrued on the termination of the terminable charge had 
the estate not been sold.’”—(Lord Oranmcre and Browne.) 


The Duke of Devonshire... des ae a ad es oo» O84 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 42, line 23, after the word ‘ rehearings’ to insert the 
words ‘and those rules shall among other things provide for an ad 
valorem scale of fees to be paid on notices of appeal or re-hearing.’” 
(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Monteagle of Brandon Pe pe ia ses in ... 625 
Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 94 to insert the following clause —‘ Where any 
agricultural labourer has made, or concurred in the making of, a repre- 
sentation under the Labourers’ (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, and with- 
in twelve months thereafter is dismissed from his employment, he may 
apply to the County Court Judge for compensation on the ground that 
he has been dismissed by reason of his having made, or concurred in 
making the representation, and if in the opinion of the County Court 
Judge he was dismissed for the reason aforesaid, the County Court 
Judge may award him compensation not exceeding three months’ 
wages.’”—(Lord Monteagle of Brandon.) 


Lord Inchiquin bes sa ie won ove st es ... 626 
Lord Castletown... Aa ‘i oe soe on a ..» 626 
The Duke of Abercorn “a rv ia ni we os aoe 628 
The Earl of Westmeath ... * ee ee ae oa ... 628 
The Earl of Belmore... sie ed a — ip si ... 629 
The Earl of Meath ... a “ie ee fis iss a .-» 629 
The Marquess of Lansdowne i = ve be ree .-- 630 
The Eari of Camperdown ... ree ons sth fais dh .». 630 
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On Question, “That the clause be inserted "their Lordships divided :—Contents, 
63; Not-Contents, 62. 


Bill to be read 3* To-morrow, and to be printed as amended. (No. 209.) 


Naval Works Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported 
without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived. 


[THmRD Reapina.}—Order of the day for Third Reading read. 


Earl Spencer Sis ia se we tds mee ue ... 633 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selhorne) ... - ... 636 


Standing Order No. 39 having been suspended, Bill read 3* and passed. 
Post Office Sites Bill.— Read 3* (according to Order), and passed are ... 639 


Employment of Children Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Title agreed to. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2. 
The Lord Bishop of Rochester was ies shi ats se ... 639 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 7, to leave out the words ‘(2) the local authority 
in making by-laws under this Section shall have special regard to the 
desirability of preventing the employment of girls under sixteen in 
streets or public places.’”—(Z'he Lord Bishop of Rochester.) 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury rn me * - ... 644 
The Earl of Meath Pi os is es L. sel ... 645 
Eurl Spencer ~ ‘< a 5a we MA ... 646 
Lord Belper ... a3 “eg . ; ‘ins at Te gov AT 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 

Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 

Clause 5. 


The DUKE of NORTHUMBERLAND, who had an Amendment on the Paper, 
said he understood his proposal was covered by the Amendment stand- 
ing in the name of Lord Newton, and therefore he did not propose to 
move it. 


Clause 5 agreed to. 
Clauses 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 agreed to. 
Clause 13. 
The Duke of Northumberland se _ Kies & ie . 651] 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 16, to leave out from the word ‘ profit’ to the 
word ‘ shoe-blacking.’”- -(The Duke of Northumberland.) 
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The Earl of Meath 

Lord. Belper 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 agreed to. 

Standing Committee negatived : The Report of the Amendment to he 
received to-morrow. 


Ireland Development Grant Bill.—Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill—{Tuirp Reapinc].—Order of 
the Day for the Third Reading read. 


Lord James of Hereford 
The Lord Chancellor 


Bill read 3, (according to Order), with the Amendments: Further 
Amendment (Privilege) made: Bill passed and returned to the Commons. 


Merchant Shipping Bill [H.1.].—A Bill to amend the Merchant Shipping 
Acts, 1894 to 1900, was presented by the Lord Wolverton ; read 1* ; and 
to be printed. (No. 210.) wih io ca seb Se ree 


House adjourned at half-past Eleven o’clock, till To-morrow, two 
o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 10TH AUGUST, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dover Corporation Bill; Hainault Forest Bill; Kingston-upon-Hull Cor- 
poration Bill; Coventry Electric Tramways Bill; seaforth and 
Sefton Junction Railway Bill—Lords Amendments considered, aud 
agreed to 


Bangor Corporation Bill poy —Read the third = and ies with 
Amendments a , ac sin es 


Hastings Harbour District Railway Bill (Lorps] (King’s Consent 
signified).—Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments , 


Mid-Yorkshire mnoamonge Bill 5 arent —-Read the third im, and brand, 
with Amendments 


North Western Electricity and Power-Gas Bill (Lon (by Order).— 
Read the third time, and passed with Amendments By oe 


AUCHTERARDER TOWN CouNCcIL ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Burgh of Auchterarder, ordered to b> 
brought in by The Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor-General for 
Scotland. 


Auchterarder Town Council Order Confirmation Bill.—‘“To confirm a 
Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Burgh of Auchterarder,” presented accord- 
ingly ; ; and ordered to be considered to-morrow se ea sii 
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PETITIONS. 


HousING OF THE WoRKING CLASSEs (No. 2) BILL.—Petition from tiie 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ion ons pea én os 


Motor-Cars Bit. [Lorps].—Petitions from Chiswick, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table ses — ih . wae nie ‘e 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL.—Petitions in favour: from Kettering, and 
Enfield Highway ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ine — sap 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WorKMEN’s COMPENSATION.—Copy presented, of Statistics of Proceedings 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1900, and the 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, —. the — 1902 [by | Command |; to 
lie upon the Table ~ 


CoAL SuPPLIEs (ROYAL CoMMISSION).—Copy presented, of First Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to inquire into the subject of the Coal Resources 
of the United Kingdom. Vol. I., Report. Vol. II., Minutes of Evidence 
and —— Vol. ILI., Supplement [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table bins ee ~“ wai ne oe ae ses 


ADVERTISEMENTS (FOREIGN COUNTRIES).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 9th March ; Mr. Bryce]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 323.] . io i pa ove ese = nd ais 


SECONDARY EDUCATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Report for the year 
1903 by Sir Henry Craik, K.C.B. [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


Puptic HeatrH (ScorLanD) Act, 1897.—Copy presented, of Order of the 
Local Government Board for Scotland constituting the Local Authority of 
the Burgh of Glasgow, the Port Local yr of the Port of — 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table ss 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (UNITED KinGpom).—Copy presented, of Statistical 
Abstract for the United Kingdom in each of the last fifteen years from 
1888 to 1902, Fiftieth Number [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


CoLoNniAL Sratistics.—Copy presented, of Statistical Tables relating to the 
Colonial and other Possessions ofjthe United Kingdom. Part XXVI. for 
the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table as J 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (COLONIES).—Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract for 
the Colonial and other Possessions of the United Kingdom in each of the 
last fifteen years from 1888 to 1902, Fortieth Number [by pris to 
lie upon the Table ‘ 


TRAMWAYS AND LicHT Raitways (STREET AND Roap).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 6th July ; Mr. Gerald eletecteias to lie hea the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 324.] ‘ 


Harbour AUTHORITIES.—Return presented, relative thereto ay 13th 
August, 1901; Mr. Gerald epi to lie heart the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 325.]  ... 


CoLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1902.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to 
the proposed publication of the Report of the Proceedings of the Colonial 
Conference in London in 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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IrtsH LAND ComMISsION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the months of March and —_— 1903 [by “sere to 
lie upon the Table : 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL L Copy presented, of licence 
granted to Michael Connell, a convict, ail him to be at large, to 
which are annexed conditions other than those contained in Schedule A of 
the Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 





TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of ~~ 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 595 suite aati 
lie upon the Table __... am _ sie - “ 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertgs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3056 and 3057 Uy besearnneds to 
lie upon the Table hin ‘ oss ote 


PENAL SERVITUDE BiLt.—Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum explanatory of the 
provisions of the Penal Servitude Bill. ”__(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Copy anew ited, ; to lie _ the ee and to be ew 
[No. 326.] is 


ASSESSMENTS (Countigs, Cities, AND BurGus) (ScoTLAND).—Return ordered, 

“showing the total amounts of assessments collected by County Councils 

and by councils of cities and burghs in Scotland for the year ended the 15th 

day of May, 1902, with the total cost of collection, and the cost of col- 

lection per cent., of assessments in each — ~~ and burgh.—(Sir J. 
Stirling- Maxell.) ‘ ‘ = = ¥ 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PusLic Works LOAN CoMMISSIONERS AND VOLUNTEER CorPs.—Question, Mr. 
Mellor (Yorkshire, W.R., Sowerby) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... a 


PREFERENTIAL TARIFFS—IMpoRT OF WooL INTO CANADA.—Question, Mr. 
Duncan (Yorkshire, W.R., Otley); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... sae 


First IMPOSITION AND YIELD OF Duty on Cocoa BuTrer.—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie om 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS FOR PURPOSES OF JUSTICE.—Question, Mr. 
Moss (Denbighshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas see aes 


PUBLICATION OF RE-DISTRIBUTION Maps.—Question, Mr. Kimber (Wands- 
worth) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas ... ove see a és sire 


LAND IN REAR oF NatuRAL History MuseuM.—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke- 
upon-Trent) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish oss we wins es 


MAIL ConTRACTS—OBLIGATIONS DuRING WaR.—Question, Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain sg es 





TELEGRAPH MESSENGERS AT EDINBURGH AND Du AY 
Work.—Question, Mr. Recast (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain : ct a ee abe Pan ae ae 


MISCARRIAGE OF LETTER CONTAINING PosTAL ORDER.—Question, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, S.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ee ; at 
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TRUNK TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATION IN THE SOUTH OF IRELAND.—Question, 
Captain Donelan (Cork Co., E.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a 


DEMANDS OF INDIAN GOVERNMENT ON DALAI-LAMA OF LHASSA—ACTION OF 
FOREIGN OFF ion, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, 
Lord Cranborne dd es ee eu sg es eis 





RETIREMENT OF Mr. ConsuL LonGrorp.—Question, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne a 


RELATIONS BETWEEN THIBET,CHINA, AND INDIA.—Question, Mr.Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


CAPITAL FOR INDIAN RAILWAYS SUBSCRIBED IN THIS COUNTRY.—Question, Mr. 
Kimber ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 

EDUCATION RATES IN WALES—-FIXING OF “ APPOINTED Day ”.—Question, Mr. 
George Kenyon (Denbigh) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


GERMAN OFFICIAL Export ReruRNS—BASIS OF CALCULATIONS.—Question, 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


SociAL CONDITION OF THE ISLAND OF LEWis.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


CAUSEWAY OVER THEAYRE, LONGHOPE.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney 
and Shetland); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ae 


REGULATIONS AS TO IMPORTATION OF DoGs.— Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes is wen 

GRIEVANCES OF Roya Inish ConsTaBULARY.— Question, Mr. Charles Craig 
(Antrim, 8.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

PAYMENT OF TEACHING FEES At CorryYGLASS WEST EVENING SCHOOL.— 
Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

REF! sSALs oF Irish Local, GOVERNMENT BoarD TO SANCTION INCREASE OF 


SALARY TO Dispensary Docrors.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham He ive es bas Mee 


Royal Visir To IRELAND—HOoLmay FoR BANK OFFIclALs IN CountRY Dis- 
TRICTS.—Question, Dr. Thompson ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

CONTRACTS FOR SUPPLY oF ARMY IN EaypT.—Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick i fe oe 


FUTURE OPERATIONS IN SOMALILAND. Riecgisiency Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . - ae si a Bens a 


LENGTH OF TRAINING OF MILITIA.—Question, Dr. Thompson ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ss Le mn ee ine one a wes . 


REPORT ON BARRACK WorK OF ROYAL ennai cea Mr. McKenna ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... “ 


EXPORTS TO THE COLONIES NCREASES DUE TO WaARS.—Question, Mr. Whitley 
Thomson (Yorkshire, W.R., Skipton) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 





MEDICAL. AND VETERINARY OFFICERS WITH THE NORTHERN NIGERIA 
Force.—Question, Mr. Winston Churchill | (Oldham) ; ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain _... see 
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SUGAR CONVENTION—-NUMBER OF WHITE PoPULATION OF WEST INDIES WHO 
WILL BENEFIT.—Question, Mr. Markham ——— seniaunde 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... , . = , 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


RECOVERY OF Borr Bisigs.—Questions, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) and The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


SOMALILAND —AMMUNITION.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, B); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick sp ake ine pat re 


“ BLESSING THE CoLouRS”—RoMAN CaTHOLIC ECCLESIASTICS.—Questions, Mr. 
T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick ... ss sla “a 


IMPERIAL IRISH YEOMANRY. Mamittie Mr. sett savannas ; capitan Mr. 
Brodrick ; in me re ; ae 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS—-UNDERWOOD AND SON.—Question, Sir Carne 
Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... oe si 


SAVINGS BANKS BILL. Question, Sir Albert Rollit ae 8.) 5 Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .. 


HoLLoway Prison. —Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home ae iia Akers Loren Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) ‘ , , ‘ 


WORKMEN’S TRAINS ON THE SOUTH EASTERN AND CHATHAM RAILWAY.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... : vn on 


BELGIAN SUGAR LEGISLATION.—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ... . aoa we és ues ia jes o ial 
TRADE STATISTICS.—Questions, Sir Charles Renshaw (Kenfrewshire, W.) and 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


West HampsteEAD TELEPHONE SERVICE.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; 
Answer, The Postmaster- General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E) ae Se ie ee = 


DiscHArGED INVALID MARyYBoroUGH CoNnvicTs.—-Question, Mr. Delany 
(Queen’s Co., Ossory) ; ahaa The Attorney-General for Ireland ans 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) . je 


EvicTED TENANTS AND THE LAND BILL.— Question, Mr. eines. Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson - os ae ees — Sas as vs 


DALKEY POLLING STaTION.—Question, Mr. sestied — Co., 8. yi ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ine sine eon ‘ - 


IRISH CARETAKERS AND THE LAND BILL. eee Mr. Delany ; scpiiad Mr. 
Atkinson ee a WA , 2 + 


BUNDORRHAGHA PiER.—Question, Dr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Irish NATIONAL TEACHERS’ INCREMENTS. — Question, Mr. William 
Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson =x i deh 


LABOURERS QUESTION IN IRELAND.— Questions, Mr, or (Kerry, E.) 
and Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ve 
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RAILWAY AND CANAL RATES IN IRELAND.-~ anes Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, S.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Atkinson ‘ : nae Bes re eae 


LONDON FINANCIERS AND IRISH ESTATES.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 
S.) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ‘i : ean 


IrtSH PoLICcE AND ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS.—Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien 
(Tipperary, N.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson ; : 


RatLway RATES ON IRtsH AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE.— wppmetis Mr. Lonsdale 
(Armagh, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson , aa Zn6 aa 


Dusitn City LoANs.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien cet tesa ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson bie i ae i aes 


IrtsH Poor LAW MEpicaL OFFICERS.—Question, Dr. eae ihe rn 
N.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson as ih — i ide “ 


TULLAMORE Mepicat OFFicer.—Question, Dr. Thompson; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson sn sae she _— ene in one ans 


BELTURBET RaTE CoLLEcToR.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell einai N.); 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 4 sti se as mae 


LoNGForD AND Lerrrim DratNaGE Boarps. —Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson sak j 


RATHCLINE (ANNALLY) EstaTeE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson : ei me ade ae es <3 


Bangor (County Down) PosTaL SERVICE. —— Mr. an Devlin 
(Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ‘ . 


LouGH SwiLtty RatLway.—Question, Dr. Thompson; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ... one “ 


Port OF Lonpon BiLu.—Questions, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. James Lowther 
(Kent, Thanet), Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar), Mr. T. 
M. Healy, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.), Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 
S.), Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, Uxbridge), Mr. Crooks, and Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


NEW WRIT. 


New Writ for the County of Argyll, in the room of Donald Ninian Nicol, 
esquire, deceased.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood. ) “94 ; 


NEW BILL. 


Penal Servitude Bill.—‘ To amend the Law relating to Penal Servitude in 
England and Wales,” presented by Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas ; supported 
by Mr. Cochrane ; to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. 
(Bill 318.) 


BuSINESS OF THE House (Suppty.)—Ordered, That on this day, notwithstanding 
anything in Standing Order 15, Business other than Business of Supply 
may be taken before Midnight, and Proceedings on — of Supply may 
be taken after Midnight. Soul Mr. A. J. Balfour.) “a 
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SuppLy [23rp ALLOTTED Day] [6TH AUGUST, EVENING SiTTING]. 
Resolutions reported. 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATEs, 1903--4.—C.ass I. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £321,697, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, 
for Rates and Contributions in lieu of Rates, ete., in respect of Government 
property, and for Rates on Houses occupied by Representatives of Foreign 
Powers, and for the Salaries and Expenses of the Rating of Government 
Property Department, and for a Contribution towards the Expenses of 
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade.” 


Ciass I.’ 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £133,342, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 


ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the following services included 
in Class I, of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :-— 


£ 
13. Public Works and pees Ireland - - 106,128 
14. Railways, Ireland — - - 27,214 
£133,342 ” 
-— ... 689 
Crass IL. 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £366,072, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 21st day of March, 1904, for the _— Services included 


in Class II. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. £ 

1. House of Lords Offices. - - - - 4,507 

2. House of Commons Offices — - ; . 16,820 

5. Foreign Office - - : - 34,887 

7. Privy Council Office - - - - 5,130 

9. Mercantile Marine Services - . - 68,860 
13. Civil Service Commission - - - 25,393 
14. Exchequer and Audit — - - - - 38,321 
15. Friendly Societies Registry = - - - 4,581 
21. Public Works Loan Commission _ - - 13 
22. Registrar-General’s Office - - - 22,942 
25. Works and Public a Office - - 37,200 
26. Secret Service - - - 25,000 

SCOTLAND. 
27. Secretary for Scotland’s — - - 9,985 
28. Fishery Board : - - 10,837 
29. Lunacy Commission - - - - 3,162 
30. Registrar-General’s Office - - - 3,145 
31. Local Government Board - - - 9,157 
IRELAND. 

32. Lord Lieutenant’s Household - - 2,817 
35. Charitable Donations and Bequests - 997 
37. Public Record Office - - - - 3,348 
38. Public Works Office - - - - 20,053 
39. Registrar-General’s Office - - - 6,894 
40. Valuation and Boundary Survey — - - 12,023 


£366,072 ” 
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Oxass III. | | 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,402,874, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the ] 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for Expenditure in respect P 
of the ae Services included in Class III. of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz. 
£ 
1. Law Charges - - - . - - 38,984 
2. Miscellaneous Legal Expenses - — - 22,489 
SCOTLAND. | 
10. Law Charges and Courts of Law. ; 52,405 i ' 
11. Register House, Edinburgh . ‘ 27,053 
12. Crofters’ Commission . ; ‘ ; 2,790 
13. Prisons ‘ ‘ : ; , ‘ 50,840 ( 
IRELAND. 
14. Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions 33,600 
15. Supreme Court of Judicature and other I 
Legal Departments in Ireland . ‘ 57,805 } 
16. Land Commission ; ; ; , 76,740 
17. County Court Officers, &e. , 66,527 
i8. Dublin Metropolitan Police . ; 55,468 
19. Royal Irish Constabulary. ; ‘ 792,002 
20. Prisons ‘ ‘ 68,5C8 
21. Reformatory and Industrial Schools ‘ 54,099 
22. Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum. 3,564 
£1,402,874” 
Crass IV, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £854,228, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for Expenditure in respect of the 
following Services, included in Clause IV. of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz.:— 
£ 
6. Scientific Investigation, &c. (United King- 
dom) . . ‘ ; ; 45, 00 
8. Public Education (Scotland). . 808,828 
9. National Gallery (Scotland). ‘ 400 
£854,228 ” 
— i 
CLass VY. 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,236, 998, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for the following services 
included in Class V. of the Estimates for Civ il Services, viz.:— , 
£ 
1. Diplomatic and Consular Services : . 284,780 
2. British Protectorates in Uganda . , . 445,593 | 
3. Colonial Services : . - 361,525 : 
4. Cyprus (Grant-in Aid) - - 2,000 
5. Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable. - 40,100 
6. Treasury Chest Fund - - - - 103,000 





£1,236,998” 
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Resolutions read a second time. 
First five Resolutions postponed. 


Sixth Resolution considered. 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (ar. A.J. - Balfor, 
Manchester, BE.) . 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 


Amendment proposed—- 


“To leave out ‘ £1,236,998’ and insert £1,235,998.’ ’— (Sir 
Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “ That £1,236,998 stand part of the Resolution.” 


Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) 

Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 

Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ... 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 

Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, *) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Mr. Pierpoint (WV ‘arvington) dein “5 ne bis ae ee 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) we en igs jas we dos ida 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Crass VI. 
7. “That a sum, not exceeding £393,521, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the following services included 
in Class VI. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz, :— 
£ 
1. Superannuation and Retired Allowances (in- 
eluding a Supplementary sum of £4,000) - 342,914 


2. Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions _ - - 1,000 
3. Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances - - . - 646 
4. Hospitals and Charities, Ireland - : - 342 
5. Savings Banks’ and Friendly Societies’ 
Deficiencies - - - - - - 48,619 
£393,521 ” 


Ciass_ VII. 
8. “That a sum, not exceeding £61,082, be granted to His Majesty, 


to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 


ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for the following Services included 
in Class VII. of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 
£ 
: St. Louis Exhibition - - - 50,000 
). Repayment to the Civil Contingencies Fund 11,082 


£61, 0x2 “2 
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ARMY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £783,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for eyed on the following 
Army” Services, including Army (Ordnance Factories), viz. 


£ 
11. Establishments for Military Education- - 134,500 
12. Miscellaneous Effective Services - - - 62,000 
13. War Office, Salaries and Miscellaneous 
Charges - - - - - 331,500 
Army (Ordnance Factories)- - - - 255,000 
£783,000 ” 


Resolutions read a second time. —— —-— 
Seventh and Eighth Resolutions postponed. 
Ninth Resolution considered. 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘£783,000,’ and insert ‘ £782,000.’ ”—( Mr. Crooks.) 
(Question proposed, ‘ That ‘£783,000’ stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. Reginald Lucus agin ia 

Sir Charles Dilke ... ae aa 643 

The Secretary of State for W ar ( Mr. ‘Brodric wk, Surrey, Guildford) 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Centril) sis a ins 

Mr. Weir ... 

Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) 

The Financial Secretary to the War _— (Lond Stanle Y, Lancashare, 
Westhoughton) “— : i ; - 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 

Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) 

Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, C litheroe) 


Question put. 

The House civided :— Ayes, 146 ; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 250.) 
Resolution agreed to. 

First Resolution considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasur y (Mr. Elliot, Durham). 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, further Consideration of the 
Postponed Resolutions stood adjourned till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Suppty [23rp ALLoTTED Day] [6TH AUGUST, EVENING SittinG] Report. 
Order read for further Consideration of Postponed Resolutions. 


Sir Albert Rollit 
Mr. Elliot 
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Resolution agreed to. 
Second Resolution agreed to. 


Third Resolution considered. 


Amendment proposed— 
| “To leave out ‘£366,072,’ and insert ‘£365,972. °—( Mr. Weir.) 
Question proposed, “That £366,072 stand part of the said Resolution.” 
Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) ... er ve sa ss. FOO 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) seis ae aa pa aia © 


——- 
to 
Go 


And, it being Ten of the Clock, Mr. SPEAKER, in pursuance of Standing 
Order 15, put forthwith the Question necessary to dispose of the 
Resolution then under consideration. 


SIME ee Ae sae PRISE EEE Rr sce oan 


Question put. 


132 § The House divided :—Ayes, 158 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 251.) 
[32 § 
133 i Resolution agreed to. 
36 F 
137 Mr. SPEAKER then proceeded, in pursuance of Standing Order 15, to put 
37 forthwith the Questions, That this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the out-standing Resolutions reported in respect of each Class 
738 of the Civil Services Estimates, the Navy Estimates, aud the Army 
739 Estimates. 
740 Cxass II. 
42 Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect of Class II. of the Civil 
Services Estimates.” 
The House divided :—-Ayes, 162; Noes, 60. (Division List No. 252.) 
F Crass III. 
i Question put, “That this House doth agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect of Class III. of the Civil 
} Services Estimates.” 
“44 The House divided :—Ayes, 165; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 253.) 
49 Crass IV. 
Question put, “‘ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect of Class IV. of the Civil Ser- 
vices Estimates.” 
The House divided :--Ayes, 168, Noes, 59. (Division List No, 254.) 
Crass VI. 
Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect of Class VI. of the Civil Ser- 
50 vices Estimates.” 
‘50 The House divided :—Ayes, 169 ; Noes, 60. (Division List No. 255.) 
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Crass VII. 


Outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of Class VII. of the Civil Ser- 


vices Estimates, agreed to. 


Navy Estimates, 1903-4.—Outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of the 
Navy Estimates, agreed tv. 


ARMY EsTIMATEs, 1903-4.—Outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of the 
Army Estimates, agreed to. 


Ways AND MEANS [6TH AUGUsT].—Resolutions reported. 


1. “That, towards making good the Supply to be granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, the 
sum of £100 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the U nited 
Kingdom.” 


€ 


2. “That, towards making good the Supply to be granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, the 
sum of £75,392,969 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 167 ; Noes, 60. (Division List No. 256.) 


Motion made, and Question put, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the Second Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 257.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Arthur Elliot. 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill.— ‘To apply certain sums out of 
the Consolidated Fund to the service of the years ending on the thirty- 
first day of March, one thousand nine hundred and two and one thousand 
nine hundred and four, and to appropriate the supplies granted in this session 
of Parliament,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time to-morrow. 


Public Buildings Expenses Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Rite hie, Croydon) 
Mr, Lough (Islington, IV.) ds 

Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W + 

Mr, Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 


Bill reported without Amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Page 








PNET TO 


PORES 


rt 


—— 








Aug. 
MEs: 


Exp 


Lon 


Shee 





je 





REAL BRITO OS 


TREES EEL 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

Aug. 10.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Addenbrooke’s Hospital 
Bill ; Poor Law (Dissolution of School Districts and Adjustments) Bill, 
without Amendment; Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill ; Licensing Acts 
(Scotland) Consolidation and Amendment Bill ; County Courts Jurisdiction 


Extension Bill ; Croydon and District Electric T ramways Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


That they do not insist on their Amendment to—Wood Green Urban Dis- 
trict Council Bill, to which this House have disagreed. 


That they have agreed to—Amendments to Brighton Cor — ation Bill 
{Lords}, without Amendment on 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
Schedule. 
Mr. James O'Connor ( Wicklow, W.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, to leave out lines 25 and 26.”—(Mr. James (’Uonnor.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the schedule.” 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. WV; clea Dover) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) i 

Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ... 

Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) 

Mr. James O'Connor od 

Mr. Charles Devlin ( Falway) 

Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ... 

Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 258.) 
Bill reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow. 
London Education Bill. 
Lords Amendments considered. 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board be Education " (Sir “William 
Anson, Oxford University) ‘ ie te 


Lords Amendments agreed to. 
Sheep Scab Bill—(Tuirp Reavine].—Order for the Third Reading read. 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of a 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock)... 

Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (H untinglonshire, Ramsey Ye 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) . 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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Housing of the Working Classes (No. 2) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ies 

The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, I Bristol, S. ‘) 
Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon) ‘ 

Mr. Walter Long ... wes ay 


Schedule amended. 
Bill reported, as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Revenue Bill.— Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment to 
Question [30th July], “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”— (Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Ques- 
tion.” 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... as 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, C 'roydun) wit 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill | Lorps].—Order for Third Read- 
ing read, and discharged. 


Bill recommitted to a Committee of the whole House in respect of 
Clause 1. 


Bill considered in Committee, and reported ; as amended, considered ; read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments ... 


Isle of Man Customs Bill—[Tuirp Reapinc].—Order for the Third Reading 
read 


Sir Charles Dilke ((loucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) we 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ; 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 28th day of July, 
Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after One o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS : TUESDAY, 11TH AUGUST, 1903. 


(\oMMISSION.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 


E. 


—_— 
mt OOOO NID OVP Go bo 


Borough Funds. 
Local Government (Transfer of Powers). 


. Metropolitan Streets. 
. Public Offices (Dublin). 


Pistols. 
Poor Law (Dissolution of School Districts and Adjustments). 


. Patriotic Fund. 

. Sugar Convention. 

. Naval Works. 

. Ireland Development Grant. 

. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2). 

. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3). 

3. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 5) 

5. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 

. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2). 

. Water Orders Confirmation. 

. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5). 

. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8). 

. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13). 

. Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Lreland) Provisional Order. 
2. Local Government (Lreland) Provisional Orders (No. 3). 

. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5). 

. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 7). 

. Perth Corporation (Tramways) Order Confirmation. 

. Aberdeen Corporation (Tramways) Order Confirmation. 

. Metropolitan Police Provisional Order. 

. Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 

29. Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2). 

. Irvine and District Water Board Order Confirmation. 

. Rothesay Corporation Order Confirmation. 

2. Scottish Episcopal Clergy Widows’ and Orphans’ Fund Order Confirmation. 
. Education Board Provisional Order Contirmation (London). 


34. Gas and Water Orders Confirmation. 


. Glasgow Corporation (Police) Order Confirmation. 
. Lanarkshire Tramways Order Confirmation. 

. Wick and Pulteney Harbours Order Confirmation. 
. Addenbrooke’s Hospital. 

. Post Office Sites. 


Scottish American Mortgage Company, Limited. 


. South Lancaslyre Tramways. 

2. Didcot, Newbury and Southampton Railway. 
. Great Southern and Western Railway. 

. St. Philip’s Chapel (Regent Street). 

. Baker Street and Waterloo Railway. 

. Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland. 
. Walker and Wallsend Union Gas. 

. Blackheath and Greenwich District Electric Light. 
. Derby Gas. 

. Dudley, Stourbridge and District Tramways. 
. Poole and District Electric Traction. 

2. Tynemouth and District Tramways. 

. Middlesbrough Corporation. 

. Taff Vale Railway. 

. Sutton Coldfield Corporation. 

. City and South London Railway. 
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Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply. 
Romford and District Tramways. 

Wigan Corporation Tramways. 

Woolwich Borough Council. 

Journemouth Corporation Tramways. 
Alexandra Park and Palace. 

Chatham and District Light Railways. 
Willesden Urban District Council. 

Exeter Corporation. 

Barry Railway. 

Dewsbury, Batley, and Birstal Tramways. 
Worthing Corporation Tramways. 

Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (Various Powers). 
London County Council (General Powers). 


. London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway. 


Watford and Edgware Railway. 

Harrow Road and Paddington Tramways. 
London United Tramways. 

3irmingham Corporation. 

Manchester Southern Tramways. 


. Castleblaney, Keady, and Armagh Railway (Extension of Time). 
. Gosport and Fareham ‘Tramways. 


treat Western Railway. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire and London and North-Western Kailways 
(Steam Vessels). 


. Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway. 
. Chard Corporation Gas and Electricity. 


Rochester Corporation Tramways and Improvements. 
Kip’s Patents. 

Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways. 

West Bromwich Corporation. 

Hove, Worthing, and District Tramways 

South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways. 
Scottish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company. 

Bath Corporation Water. 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway. 

Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

Carmarthenshire Electric Power. 

Bristol Corporation. 

Maryport Harbour. 

Manchester Corporation. 

Somerset and District Electric Power. 

sirmingham District Tramways. 

3aker Street and Waterloo Railway (Extension of Time). 
3eckenham Urban District Council. 

London County Council (Money). 

London County Council (Tramways and Improvements). 
Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway. 

Fife Electric Power. 

South Shields Corporation. 

East Ham Improvement. 

Wood Green Urban District Council. 

Brighton Corporation. 

Lochnell Estate. 

Pentillie Estate sles naa és ssi ae wr bas ... 189 


Sat First. 
The Marquess Townshend—Sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [1.1.]; Liverpool University Bill [1.1.]; 
Bradford Corporation Bill [u.L.] ; Bury and District Joint Water Board 
Bill [H.1.] ; Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [1.1]; Salford 
Corporation Bill (1. L.|; Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power 
Bill [H.L.].—Commons Amendments considered and agreed to 


Ulster and Connau ught Light Railways Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amend- 


ments and passed, and returned to the Commons 

Bangor Corporation Bill [1.L.] ; Hastings Harbour District Railway Bill [1.1] ; 
Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill [ 1. L.] ; North-Western E lectricity and Power 
Gas Bill [H.1.] ; Seottish Central E lectrie Power Bill [H1.L. ].—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to ... 


Glasgow Corporation Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [1.v.] ; South- 
Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railw ay Bill Ln. L .}.— Returned from 
the Commons agreed to ; bets at oa athe 


Gateshead Corporation Bill ; Stroud and District Tramways Bill ; Cork Har- 
bour Bill ; Ebbw Vale Improvement Bill ; Erith Tramways and Improvement 
Bill ; Great Central Railway Bill ; North-Eastern Railway Bill ; Sheffield Cor- 
poration Bill ; South Yorkshire Joint Railways Bill ; Western ‘Valleys (Mon- 
mouthshire) Sew erage Board Bill ; Dover Corporation Bill ; Hainault Forest 
Bill ; Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill; Coventry Electric Tramways 
Bill ; Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway Bill; Croydon and District 
Electric Tramways Bill.—-Returned from the Commons, with the Amend- 
ments agreed to 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Order Confirmation Bill ; Lerwick 
Harbour Improvements Act, 1877, Amendment Order Confirmation Bill.— 
Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 


PETITIONS. 


Ilis HiGHNESS MAHENDRA MAHARAZA MADHAVA SINGH.—Petition for redress 
of grievances of ; of Inhabitants of Cambridge ; Westminster ; London ; 
and other towns in England ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Tramways Act, 1870.—Report by the Board of Trade of their proceedings 
under the Act, during the session of 1903 i ee 


RaiLwAy ACCIDENTS.—Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom 
during the six months ending 30th June, 1903, in pursuance of the Regula- 
tion of Railways Act, 1871 ; together with the reports of the inspecting 
officers, assistant inspecting officers, and sub-inspectors of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade, upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into 

Foreign Import Duties.—Statement of the rates of import duties levied in 
European countries, in the United States, in Japan, and in China, upon the 
produce and manufactures of the United Kingdom ... 

Gas AND WATER OrvERS.—Report by the Board of Trade of their proceedings 
under the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, during the session of 
1903 , 
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RAILWAY SERVANTS (Hours or LAbour).—-Return, in pursuance of Section 4 
of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1889, of railway servants of certain 
classes who were on one or more occasions during the month of December, 
1902, on duty on the railways of the United Kingdom for more than 
twelve hours at a time, or who, after being on duty more than twelve 
hours, were allowed to resume work with less than nine hours rest 


Russia, No. 1. (1903).—Despatch from His Majesty’s Consul-General at Odessa 
forwarding a Report on the riots at Kishiniev 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION (RoyAL CoMMISSION).—Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into the subject of alien immigration ;-with minutes of 
evidence and appendix. Vol. I. Report 


SUPERANNUATION (CIVIL SERVICE) (ROYAL CoMMISSION).— Report of the Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire into the subject of superannuation in the 
Civil Service ; with minutes of evidence, appendices, and index 


Pusiic Works (IRELAND).—Seventy-first Annual Report of the Commissioners 
of Public Works in Ireland, with appendices, for the year ended 31st March, 
1903 sda én ini at 


INDIA (AGRICULTURAL Banks).-—Report of the Committee on the establish- 
ment of co-operative credit societies in India ; 


BoarpD oF Epvucation.—I. Return showing the number of persons whose names 
have been placed upon the Teachers’ Register under Regulation 5 (2) («) of 
the Teachers’ Registration Regulations, and the qualifications of each ene 
so registered which, in the opinion of the Council has qualified the person 
to be so registered. 


II. Statement of schemes for the formation of education committees, 
approved during the month of July, 1903, by the Board of Education, 
under Section 17 of the Education Act of 1902 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Papers (Command Nos. 1564, 1613, 1659, and 1675) 
of Session 1903) showing—-Name of local authority ; name of the 
council ; number of members on the education committee ; number of 
members on the education committee who are necessarily members of 
the council ; number of women who are necessarily on the edveation 
committee ; forms of educational experience to be represented on the 
committee ; recommendations or nominations (if any) 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND), 1902.— Part I. Criminal Statistics—Prescnted 
(by Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table 


IrtsH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) Act, 1891).— Return 
of advances under the Act during the year ended the 31st March, 1903 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (Hours or LaBour).—Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting their proceedings under the Railway Regulation Act, _ 56 & 
57 Vict. c. 29, during the year ended 27th July, 1903 


WEIGHTS AND MEAsuRES.—Report by the Board of Trade on their proceedings 
and business under the Weights and Measures Acts oe ‘ 


Gas CoMPANIES (METROPOLIS).—Accounts of the ne Gas Companies 
for the year 1902 wale ‘ 


PAWNBROKERS RETURNS (IRELAND).—Returns from the City Marshal of 
Dublin, for the year 1902. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie upon the Table atte is heh ne 
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SUPERANNUATION.—Return of the total nnmber of law clerks serving in the 
several divisions of the High Court, giving the number, ages, salaries, and 
length of service of such clerks as are over the age of 60. Laid before the 

ee to Order of the 23rd of July last), and to be printed. 
(No. 211. Ss an os oe re Sate aie ae, re 





London eneneen Bill.— Returned from the Commons, with Amendments 
agreed to. 


Motor-Cars Bill [1.1]. 


| The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
| The Marquess of Ripon ‘a ii nad 


Burgh Police (Scotland) Bill—{Seconp Reapine].—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... bai ron owe “oe 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—-(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—{Srconp Reapine].—Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading read, 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... os on iis ie 
Moved “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 





On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Ruilways (Electric Power) Bill ; South African Loan and War Contribution 
Bill ; Military Works Bill; Public Works Loans Bill.—Read 2* (according 
to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow... 


Marriages Legalisation Bill—{Seconp Reapina].—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Lord Belper . : 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Belper.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order): Then (Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House forthwith: House in Committee accordingly : 
Bill reported without Amendment: Standing Committee negatived : 
Bill real 3°, and passed. 


Irish Land Bill—{Tuirp ReapinG].—Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*.”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
The Earl of Dunraven 
The Earl of Wemyss on +8 — ies oe 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) 
Lord Muskerry ; ioe i ae ve 





The Duke of A heures 
On Question, Bill read 3+. 
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Lord Macnaghten ... ive << it. daa rer +2 we. 893 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 31, after the word ‘Commission,’ to insert the 
words, ‘unless he thinks it inequitable under the circumstances that the 
estate should be dealt with under this section.’”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland... au wi jan se we, 818 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 16, after line 24, after the word ‘money’ to insert as a new 
sub-section the words ‘(6) For the purpose of giving effect to this enact- 
ment, the Land Commission may, if they think fit, in the case of a 
terminable charge, satisfy the same by the investment in any securities 
in which trustees are by law authorised to invest trust money of a 
capital sum, the annual income of which will be suflicient to satisfy 
the annual amount of the charge.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 





The Earl of Westmeath. ... ou a “ see wie as! 

The Duke of Devonshire... se ies sins sins - . 813 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

The Earl of Arran... _ a ne iid - “ i. 813 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 18, line 20, to leave out the words ‘out of the purchase 
money or otherwise,’ aud to insert the words ‘out of the purchase 
money, or recoverable under any agreement or covenant.’ ”—(The Eur! 


of Arran.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 18, line 22, after the word ‘advances’ to irsert the 
words ‘ Provided that, in case of the sale of an estate under the Land 
Purchase Acts, any charge or incumbrance thereon may be paid off 
notwithstanding any direction, proviso, or covenant contained in any 
deed or instrument to the contrary.’ ”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 27, line 27, after the word ‘in’ to insert the 
words ‘(a.) Bonds, debentures, or mortgages secured upon rates 
or taxes levied under the authority of any Act of Parliament 
or Provisional Order by any municipal corporation or other 
local authority in the United Kingdom which - shall be 
authorised to borrow on such security ; ().) Ground rents arising 
out of hereditaments in the United Kingdom and not exceeding 
in amount one-fourth part of the annual value at a rack rent of the 
premises out of which such ground rents issue; (¢.) Debentures or 
mortgages of railway companies in the United Kingdom incorporated 
by Act of Parliament ; (¢.) Stocks or shares of any tramway or 
light railway interest upon which is guaranteed from or charged upon 
rates under the Tramways (Ireland) Acts; (¢.) Bonds, debentures, 
or mortgages secured upon any investments in which trustees are 
authorised by this or any other Act to invest trust funds; (/.) 
Debentures or fully-paid shares or stocks of any railway, provided 
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that the sufficiency of any such investments to realise the sum 
invested therein upon the death of the tenant for life or the termina- 
tion of the trust shall be secured to the satisfaction of the public 
trustees under this Act.’ ”—(Lord Castletown.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) seit vr oe sae 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Ame 


ndment moved— 

“In page 33, line 15, after the word ‘matter,’ to insert as a new 
sub-section the words: ‘(6) In the cases of sales to tenants other 
than sales by the Land Commission or sales by the Land Judge, the 
date at which interest on the purchase money payable under Sub- 
section 2 of Section 35 of the Act of 1896 shall begin to be payable 
shall be (a.) If the agreement for purchase be made on any first day 
of May or first day of November from the date of such agreement ; 
(6.) In all other cases from a date to be specified in the agreement, 
and not being earlier than the gale day immediately preceding the date 
of agreement; and such interest shall be dealt with according to 
the terms of the said sub-section.’”—(Lord Castletown.) 


The Lord Chancelior of Irelund 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Ame 


Ame 


Lord Castletown... nye aes ep aoe ae ee aa 


ndment moved— 

“In page 42, line 33, after the second word ‘Commissioner ’ to 
insert as a new sub-section the words: ‘(2) For the purpose of 
assisting the County Court Judge in determining any question under 
the Land Law Acts relating to a holding, the Land Commission shall 
assign to each Civil Bill Court a Lay Assistant Commissioner, who 
shall inspect the hulding, sit with, and assist the County Court Judge 
as a Lay Assessor.’ °—(Lorl Castletown.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Treland ... ca ‘ sew ad 
ndment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


The Earl of Camperdown ... 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out Clause 95, which was inserted on Report on 
Motion of Lord Monteagle of Brandon.”—( The Eurl of Camperdown.) 


The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 
Lord Tnchiquin . eee eee See eee 
The Earl of Meath 

Viscount Goschen ma Bah os 2s 
The Earl of Dunraven we is ae sia 
Lord Castletown 

Lord Macnaghten Be 

The Eurl of Donoughmore ... 

Lord Monteagle of Brailon a 155 ise ee? ae 
The Duke of Devonshire... ici els “oe ne om 
The Earl of Camperdown eee cee ces o09 eee eee eee 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn, 
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Lord Castletown ... Ses aad ake Pee ibe 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 45, line 17, after the word ‘Act’ to insert the words 
‘and shall include any holdings on an estate which before the date 
upon which this Act comes into operation had been the subject matter 
of proceedings for sale under the Land Purchase Acts, but as to which 
holdings the sales had not either been agreed upon or carried out.’ ”— 
(Lord Castletown.) 


The Duke of Devonshire 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Employment of Children Bill. 


Report of Amendments received 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 


Amendments moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 6, to leave out from the word ‘ trade’ 
to the end of the clause.” 


“ After Clause 3, insert as a new clause: ‘A girl under the age 
of sixteen years shall not be employed in street tradings, except under 
the provisions of specific by-law of the local authority sanctioning such 
employment.’”— (The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Lord Belper 

Earl Spencer 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of f Burleigh) 
The Lord Bishop of Rochester ‘ ex 


On Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill,” their Lordships divided :—Contents, 46 ; Not-Contents, 14. 
Amendments moved— 


“Tn Clause 14, page 6, line 23, after the word ‘ jurisdiction’ to 
insert as a new sub-section the words: ‘(3) Any fine or penalty under 
this Act shall be recoverable by imprisonment in terms of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Acts.’ In line 27, after the word ‘ having’ to 
insert the words ‘within its boundary for police purposes s.’”—(Lord 


Balfour of Kurleigh.) 
On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn Clause 16, page 7, line 37, to leave out Sub-section 1.” 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill read 34, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


House oF Lorps Orrices.—Second Report of the Select Committee considered 


(according to Order), and agreed to 


Sheep Scab Bill. —Brought from the Commons. Read 1"; to be pone 
und to be read 2* To-morrow.—( The Earl of Onslow.) (No. 212.) .. 
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Isle of Man (Customs) Bill.—Brought from the Commons. Read 1*; to be 
printed; and to be read 2* To-morrow.— hans Lord President—D. 
Devonshire.) (No. 213.) we ne _ a - .. «834 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Bill ”- ].—Commons Amendments 
considered (on Motion) and agreed to. vom oe ans ... 834 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Seven o'clock, till To- 
morrow, a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, liti AUGUST, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went—and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills _ ... ... 834 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Croydon and District Electric spe anal —Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ae .. 834 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill | Lorps] [not 


amended |, considered. 


Ordered, that Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
sill be now read the third time.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means) ... 835 


(King’s Consent signified.) Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment ree ae en “as ioe Rr ... &35 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill {Lorps],—Ordered, That, in the case 
of the Scottish Central Electric Power Bill [Lords], Standing Orders 84, 
214, 215, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now taken into 
consideration, provided amended prints shall have been previously 
deposited. 


Bill, as amended, accordingly considered. 


Ordered, that Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(7he Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed, with Amendments w. 835 


Hastings Harbour Bill | Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed... a ine ve eon ... 835 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Patriotic Fund Bill ; 
Sugar Convention Bill; Naval Works Bill; Post Office Sites Bill ; Ireland 
Development Grant Bill; without Amendment. Airdrie and Coatbridge 
Tramways Orders Confirmation Bill ; Lerwick Harbour Improvements Act 
(1877) Amendment Order Confirmation Bill ; without Amendment. 


Ulster and Connaught Light Railways Bill; with an Amendment ... 836 


Strabine, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill (by Order).—Lords 
Amendments considered. Lords Amendment, in the Title, page 1, line 2, 
leave out “ Railways,” and insert “a Railway,” the first Amendment, read 
a second time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Lords in the said Amendment.” Debate arising. 


Mr. O’ Doherty (Donegal, N.) 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. VW “yndham, Dover) 


And it being after a quarter past Two of the Clock, the ites on 
consideration of the Lords Amendments were postponed, by direction 
of the Chairman of Ways and Means, till this Evening’s Sitting. 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTion Act, 1902.—Petition from Loughborough, for meer: to lie upon 
the Table oi ene nee 


VETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Tramway Orpers.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade of 
their proceedings under the Tramways Act, 1570, during the session of 
1903 |by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


RaiLway ACCIDENTS.—Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and Casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Bape pte in the 
United Kingdom during the six months ending 30th June, 1903, together 
with Reports of the Inspecting Officers of the Railway Department to the 
Board of Trade upon certain Accidents which were inquired into [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (Hours or LABour).—Copy presented, of Return, in 
pursuance of Section 4 of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1889, of 
Railway Servants of certain classes who were on one or more occasions 
during the month of December, 1902, on duty on the railways of the 
United Kingdom for more than twelve hours at a time; or who, after 
being on duty more than twelve hours, were allowed to resume work with 
less than nine hours’ rest [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


ForEIGN Import Duties.—Copy presented, of Statement of the Rates of 
Import Duties levied in European countries, in the United States, in Japan, 
and in China, upon the Produce and Manufactures of the United Kingdom 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Gas AND WATER OrDERS.-—Copy presented, of Revort by the Board of Trade 
of their Proceedings under The Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
during the session of 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Exports (WOOLLEN AND Corron Goops AND CuTLERY).— Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 23rd July; Colonel Denny}; to lie upon tie 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 327.] me ie pe 


TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED KiInGpom, CANADA, AND GERMANY.—-Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 24th June; Mr. Loder]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 328.] 

PREFERENTIAL TRADE.—-Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 2nd July ; 
Sir Edgar Vincent) ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 329.] 

GAs UNDERTAKINGS (LocAL AUTHORITIES).— Keturn presented, relative thereto 


[ordered Ist May ; Mr Bonar Law]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 330.] te ae 


GAs UNDERTAKINGS.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered Ist May ; 
Mr. Bonar Law); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 331.] ... 
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(;As COMPANIES (METROPOLIS).—Copy presented, of Accounts of the Metro- 
politan Gas Companies for the year 1902 [by er to lie — the ‘dame 
and to be printed. [No. 332.]... , 


RatLway SERVANTS (Hours or Lanour).—Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade of their proceedings under the Railway Regulation Act, 
1893, during the year ended 27th July, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed, [No. 333.]... ae és Eas “ie és 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
on their Proceedings and Business under the Weights and Measures Acts 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 324.1 


Bovrnp or Epucation, —Copy presented, of Report for the year 1902 on the 
Museums, Colleges, and Institutions under the administration of tue Board 
of Education [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


BoARD OF EpucaTion.—Copy presented, of General Reports on High>r 
Education, with Appendices, for the year 1902 [by Command]; to lic 
upon the Table... , os 


Boankb OF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Return showing the Number of 
Persons on the Teachers’ Register under Regulation 52 (a) of the Teachers’ 
Registration Regulations, 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Boirp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Statement of Schemes for the 
Formation of Education Committees, approved by the Board of Education, 
during the month of July, 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Aten IMMIGRATION RoyaL Commission.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to inquire into the subject of Alien Immigration, 
with Minutes of Evidence and Appendix. Vol I. Report [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table on =P as an ie nin 


SUPERANNUATION (CIVIL SERVICE) (RoyAL CoMMISSION).— -Copy presented, of 
Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the subject of 
Superannuation in the Civil Service, with Minutes of Evidence, an 
and Index [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table wee a 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Criminal 
and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 1902. Part I. Criminal 
Statistics |by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


PAWNBROKERS’ RETURNS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Returns from the 
City Marshal of Dublin for the year ended 31st December, 1902 iby Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ; - ; : ed 


PusLic Works (IRELAND). — Copy presented, of Seventy-first Annual Report of 
the Commissioners of Public Works in Ireland, with Appendices, for the 
year ending 31st March, 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Inisu LAND ComMIssion (PuRCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) Act, 13891).—Copy 
presented, of Return of Advances under the Act during the year ended 
3lst March, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[| No. 335.) és ro oss ne a are 7 ses oa 


Russia (No. 1, 1903)—Copy presented, of Despatch from His Majesty's 
Consul-General at Odessa, forwarding a Report on the riots at Kishiniev 
[by Command|; to lie upon the Table ss ‘aa 
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TRADE Rrrorts (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3052 to 3055 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table _ ant ‘ni os oe ai de 

East INDIA (AGRICULTURAL BaNnks).—Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee on the Establishment of Co-operative Credit Societies in India [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table : ia ns < 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS (LONDON).—Further Return relative thereto 
ordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Stevenson}; to be printed. 
No. 336.] ee ; a ae toe 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


DisposAL OF SEWAGE FROM WALMER MARINE BARRACKS. — Question, 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


Prizek Firtnc on H.M.S. “ Hicuriyer.”—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caith- 
ness-shire) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ‘ ss di ine 


LONG RANGE FIRING IN THE MEDITERRANEAN FLEET.—Question, Mr. Harms- 
worth ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. aa a pe 


LEGAL PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE IrIsH INLAND REVENUE OFFICE.— 
Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


PestaL ORDER BUSINESS IN ENGLAND AND IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain “ sis 


DECENTRALISATION OF THE Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANK.——Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain cin ~~ ed Pe ar 


British CEMETERY AT CorFvu.--Question, Major ited ait of W vans 
Answer, Lord Cranborne vr ae <“s ‘ ‘ 


DISTURBANCES AT KISHINIEV.—REPORT OF CONSUL-GENERAL AT ODESSA.— 
Question, Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, asia eteatta Answer, 
Lord Cranborne ; wey es 


New Russo-GERMAN COMMERCIAL TREATY—TRUSTS AND SYNDICATES.— 
Question, Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow); Answer, Lord 
Cranborne F ; 


Post OFFICE AND WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain mS exe ae ay 


Postal. FACILITIES AT RHOSNEIGR.—Question, Mr. Ellis Griffith ape: 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain . ‘ es 


INDIA—BERARS SURPLUS REVENUE.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts a 
shire, W.) ; Answer, Lord Scum Hamilton 


CHARGES ON INDIAN REVENUE FOR MiLirary Works.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ... 


CHARGE ON INDIAN REVENUE FoR DELHI Durbir.—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton seg ae ae 


INCREASE OF BritisH Troops IN INDIA.-—- Question, Mr. Buchanan; Answer, 
Lord George Hamilton , in tas ee poe ae a 
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WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION Acr. -—--Question, Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in- 
Furness) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour a a ae we 


SAFETY OF HANsom CaBs.—Question, Sir Charles Cayzer ; Answer, Mr. Akers 
Douglas ... ii ion ine ane sn - 


REMUNERATION OF WITNESSES IN CRIMINAL CASES.—Question, Mr. Lawrence 
(Liverpool, Abercromby) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 





LEAD POISONING RULES AWARD.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


SUGGESTED AMENDMENT OF Pook Ritibze Acr.—Question, Lord Edmund Talbot 
(Sussex, Chichester) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Loag 


VicroriA AND ALBERT MUSEUM—EXHIBITION OF COLLECTIONS. —Question, Sir 
Francis Powell (Wigan) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


COVERING OVER SHRINE IN WESTMINSTER ABBEY. ‘acne Dr. Thompson 
(Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish : ne 


EVICTIONS IN CounTy CARLOW.—Question, Mr. Hammond (Carlow) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ; 


IntsH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young 
(Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


RtzPORT OF COMMISSION OF DySENTERY.—Question, Sir Michael Foster (London 
University) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; , ‘ , 


PORTHCAWL RirLe RANGE.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick sec Ba fe ee ts 


SEPTEMBER ARMY MANG®UVRES—Cost.—Question, Mr. Fuller ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ... 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—HonoraAry RANK FOR VOLUNTEER OFFICERS—RIGHT 
TO WEAR THE UNIFORM.—Question, Mr. Shaw (stafford) ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick an fh a eo ae ve en 3 


GRANTS TO MILITIA REGIMENTS FOR BANDs. acide D.. Thompson; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ; : 


Busbies FoR MILITIA FUSILIER REGIMENTs.—Question, D.. Thompson; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick cs a ss ‘2 ba 


RIGHTS OF DISCHARGED NON-CoMMISSIONED OrriceRS TO Wear UNirorM. — 
Question, Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


DEPORTATION OF BRITISH SUBJECTS ON THE IsLAND OF TrRIsPAN D’ACUNHA.— 
Question, Mr. Fuller ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CONTROLLER AND AUDITOR-GENERAL—AMOUNT AUDItED—Cosr oF AUDITING 
IrRisH PuBLic ACCOUNTS.—Question, Mr. Field; Auswer, Mr. Arthur 
Elliot z sa 


Money EXpENDep ON Museums, Arr GALLERIES, Erc., IN SCOTLAND AND 
IRELAND.—‘Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answer, Mr. 
Elliot re Rie . shes pate ' 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


InLeGAL ARREST FOR DEsSERTION—PorTTER’s CAsE.—-Questions, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to the War Cflice 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


ARMY ENTRANCE EXAMINATIONS.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, 
Fareham) ; Answer, Lord Stanley i as ons es 


LIBERIAN WRECKERS.—Question, Mr. Charles M,Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
3alfour, Manchester, E.) 


CATTLE SHIPMENTS FROM Boston.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur ; Answer, 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes (Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) 


Boarp oF EpucaTionN—Consu_tinG ARCHITECT. —Question, Mr. Lambert 
(Devonshire, South Molton) ; Ai.swers, The Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford University) 


DONEGAL MAGISTRACY.--Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, The Chief 
Seeretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) we ve pee 


Sr. JoHn’s Point.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


RoyaL Trish CoNnsTABULARY.—Questions, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham iat ad a a ‘ 


CorGLAss AND CONNAKELLY EsTates.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... . ; es ies ; os 


County Loncrorp MARKET ToLLs.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham da si ee — : e 


IRELAND—LABourers Acts.—Questicn, Mr. Murphy (erry, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham — 


RATHCLINE (ANNUALLY) EsTATE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘os Ae rea . es re ‘i 


BeLrast WATER SuppLly.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ms oie as. sae ; 


BUSINESS OF THE House. --Questions, Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.), Mr. Brvce 
(Aberdeen, 8.), Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean), and 
Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Valfour ... 


Licut Loap Line.—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lerds to request 
that their Lordships will be pleased to communicate to this House a copy of 
the Report from the Select Committee appointed by their Lordships on the 
Light Load Line, with the Proceedings of the Committee, Minutes of 
Evidence, ete.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorvs.—That they have agreed to— Marriages Legalisation 
Bill; Irish Land Bill; Employment of Children Bill, with Amendments 


Irish Land Bill.—Lords Amendments to be considered to-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 522.] Ase , bd og i 


Employment of Children Bill.—Lords Amendments to be considered to- 
morrow, and to be printed. | Bill 323.] ts: race es ' 
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Military Lands Bill.—Lords Amendments to be considered mane Thursday, 
and to be printed. [Bill 324.] 


Irish Valuation Acts.—Report from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence, brought wp, and read [Inquiry not ns: Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 337.] on aan ave 


NEW BILL, 


Ecclesiastical Suits Bill.—‘To repeal certain enactments and otherwise to 
anend the Law relating to Ecclesiastical Suits,” presented by Lord Hugh 
Cecil; to be read a second time _™ Friday, and to be printed. —_ [Bill 
321] 


Consolidated Fund Saiintiitadtans Bill—|Seconp Reapinc].—Order for 


Second Reading read, 


Mr. Robson (South Shields) ae ee 

Mr, Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... eal a 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the ees ury (A Ur. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Fores t of De im) 

Lord Hugh Ceeil (Greenwich) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 

Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) — .. ve 

The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute shire) ae 

Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, °°.) A nee 

The Attorney-General for Ireland (. Ur. Aihinein. Londonderry, N.) 

Mr. J. P. Farrell . 

The Financial Secretary to ‘the Treasury (1 Vr. Elliot, , Durham) 

Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) ‘3 ; 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) 

Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) 

Mr, Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) 

Mr. Alfred Davies (€ ‘urmearthen Boroughs) ae 

The Postmaster-General (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, a7, rovcestershire, BE.) . 

The Solicitor-General for Ireland (Mr. James Campbell, Dublin U niversily) 


Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
The Motor-Cars Bill { Lorps].—As amended, further considered. 


Clause (Suspension of licence and disqualification) — 

“In page 3, after Clause 3, to insert the following clause: ‘(1) 
Any Court before whom a person is convicted of an offence under this 
Act, or of any offence in connection with the driving of a motor-car, 
other than a first offence, which consists solely of exceeding any limit 
of speed fixed under this Act—(qa) may if the person conv:ctel holds 
any licence under this Act, suspend that licence for such time as the 
Court thinks fit, and, if the Court thinks fit, also declare the person 
convicted disqualified for obtaining a licence for such further time 
after the expiration of the licence as the Court thinks fit ; and ()) may, if 
the person convicted does not hold any licence under this Act, declare 
him disqualified for obtaining a licence for such time as the 
Court thinks fit; and (c) if the person convicted holds any licence 
under this Act, shall cause particulars of the conviction and of any 
order of the Court made under this section, to be endorsed upon any 
licence held by him, and shall also cause a copy of those particulars 
to be sent to the council by whom any licence so endorsed has been 
granted. (2) Any person so convicted, if he holds any licence under 
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this Act, shall produce the licence within a reasonable time, for the 
purposes of endorsement, and if he fails to do so shall be guilty of an 
offence under this Act. (3) A licence so suspended by the Court 
shall, during the term of suspension, be of no effect, and a person 
whose licence is suspended or who is declared by the Court to be dis- 
qualified for obtaining a licence shall during the period of suspension 
or disqualification be disqualified for obtaining a licence. (4) Any 
person who is by virtue of an order of the Court under this section 
disqualified for obtaining a licence may appeal against the order in 
the same manner as a person may appeal who is ordered to be 
imprisoned without the option of a fine; and the Court may, if they 
think fit, pending the appeal, defer the operation of the order. (5) If 
any person who under the provisions of this Act is disqualified for 
obtaining a licence, applies for or obtains a licence while he is so 
disqualified, or if any person whose licence has been endorsed applies 
for or obtains a licence without giving particulars of the endorsement, 
tiat person shall be guilty of an offence under this Act, and any 
licence so obtained shall be of no effect.—(Mr. Walter Long.) 





Brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question, ‘That the clause be read a second time,” 
put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) _ nie ad -» 907 


Amendment proposed— 
“ At the end of the proposed clause, to add the words ‘ A licence ; 
shall not be taken away or suspended, or any person disqualified from 
taking a licence under this Act, except in consequence of a conviction 
for an offence under Section 1 of this Act, or for drunkenness, whilst 

in charge of a motor-car.’ ”—( Mr, Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 


The President of the Local Government Bourd (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 908 


Mr. Dalziel (Airkealdy Burghs) me ee ot 2 ba ... 909 
Mr. Walter Long ... 5 iva gag ae ne are ... 909 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock)... ve ani = ses ... 909 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn line 3 of proposed clause, after the word ‘ first,’ to leave out 
the words ‘offence which consists,’ and insert the words ‘or second 
offence consisting.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 

Clause (Power to prohibit Motor-cars on special roads). 

“Tn page 4, after Clause 6, to insert the following clause : ‘The 

Local Government Board may, by regulations made under Section 6 
of the principal Act, prohibit or restrict the driving of any motor-cars, 
or of any special kind of motor-cars on any specified highway, or part 
of a highway, which does not excee| sixteen feet in width, or on 
which ordinary motor-car tratlic wuld, in their opinion, be especially 
dangerous.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 

Brought up, and read the first time. 

Motion made and Question, “That the clause be read a second time,” put, 
and agreed to. 


VOL 
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Clause added to the Bill. 


Clause (Regulations as to maximum weight of cars). 


“In page 5, after Clause 9, to insert the following clause : ‘(1) 
The Local Government Board by regulations made under Section 6 of 
the principal Act may, as respects any class of vehicle mentioned in 
the regulations, increase the maximum weights of three tons and four 
tons mentioned in Section 1 of that Act subject to any conditions as 
to the use and construction of the vehicle which may be made by the 
regulations. (2) The power of the Local Government Board to make 
regulations under Section 6 of The Locomotives on Highways Act, 
1896, shall, as respects motor-cars exceeding two tons in weight 
unladen, include a power to make regulations as to speed.’ ”—(Mr. 


Walter Long.) 
Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question, “That the clause be read a second time,” put, 
and agreed to. 


Clause added to the Bill. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) _... ini és yi es ii 
Clause (Compensation for accidents resulting in child’s death). 


“From and after the passing of this Act, where the death of a 
minor is caused in England or Ireland by a light locomotive under 
circumstances which would amount to an offence against this Act, the 
father or mother of the child may recover damages against the owner 
of the light locomotive, although no direct pecuniary loss resulted from 
such death.’ "—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 911 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert ita Tnverness 8 Burgh) sow, ORS 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) Hiei ... 913 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Hkeston) as eee sh 1 983 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ‘ ei we ae ini so. SES 
Mr, Scott-Montagu ... ee mre apt ar a ... O15 
Major Jameson (Clare, WV. _ es sis = ant He. a. OD 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, a —_ on per a ... 915 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) ... nA a — it ... 916 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ae me ~ aa site ite .. 916 
Sir Robert Finlay . ; ree eit ee sae ee i. 26 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E) ee ed a are ie .<o, SIE 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 69 ; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 259.) 
Clause (Cars at rest upon highways). 


“‘ Where the driver of a motor-car requires to visit any house or 
shop for the purpose of business or refreshment it shall be lawful for 
him so to do, provided the engine of the car has been stopped ; but 
nothing herein contained shall relieve from any penalty for causing 
obstruction when the driver, after a reasonable. interval, has been re- 
quired by a constable, or the owner or occupier of any adjacent 
premises, to proceed.” —(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 
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Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... sie hon ue hia we bs <a 
Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 1, line 12, to leave out Sub-section 2.”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 22, after the word ‘constable,’ to insert the 
words ‘in uniform on duty.’ > —(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 





(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... oe ¥e as ae on (988 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Ke nl, , Tunbridge) ii ae et ies 21 926 
Mr. Walter Long ... ahve si dei nek onl .«. 920 
Mr. Scott-Montaqu wi ai side ss oe ee ... 920 


(Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Esser, Romford) set gs ys - ws O21 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 1, line 25, to leave out the words ‘ who commits,’ and to 
insert the words ‘ whom he sees commit.’ ”—( Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘who commits’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... wei ve — sa ve ies wos ‘Sal 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page |, line 24, to leave out the words, ‘and who,’ and insert 
the words ‘if he.’” 


“Tn page 1, line 25, to leave out the word, ‘ whose,’ and insert 
the words ‘if the.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, further consideration of the Bill, 
as amended, stood adjourned tili this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill [ry Orprr]. 
Lords Amendments further considered. 


Lords Amendment-— 


“In the Title, page 1, line 2, to leave out the word ‘ railway,’ and 
insert the words ‘a railway.’ 


The first Amendment, again read. 
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Question again proposed, “That this House doth agree with the Lords in 


) 
0 
0 
0) 





the said Amendment.” 


Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., S.) 

Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 

Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) _ ... 
Dr. MacDonnell (Queens Co., Leix) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Subsequent Lords Amendments agreed to. 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill [Lorps] (By OrpErR).— 
Ordered, That Standing Order 235 be suspended, and that the Bill be now 
read a second time. —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read a second time, and committed 


Auchterarder Town Council Order cuematen —_ —Considered ; read 
the third time, and passed oa ‘~ ‘ ss 


Motor-Cars Bill { Lorps|.—As amended, further considered. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 28, to leave-out the word ‘and’ and insert the 
word ‘ or.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. Louis Sinelair ... 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 29, after the word ‘ address’ to insert the words 
‘to a police constable in uniform on duty.’ ”—(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Mr. Walter Long 
Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 2, to leave out lines 15 to 24."—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Walter Long ... 


Amendment proposed to the Bill — 

“In page 2, line 30, after the word ‘ that’ to insert the words ‘ He 
has taken all steps reasonably practicable to prevent.’”—(Mr, Walter 
Long.) 

Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 2, line 30, to leave out the words ‘had been,’ and to 
insert the word ‘ being.’” 
“Tn page 2, lines 31 and 32, to leave out the words ‘ by unavoid- 
able causes arising from natural conditions over which he had no 
control.’ ” 
a2 
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“In page 2, line 37, at end, to insert the words ‘and (b) the 
Council of any County or County Borough in which the business 
premises of any manufacturer of or dealer in motor-cars are situated, 
may, on payment of such annual fee, not exceeding £3, as the Council 
require, assign to that manufacturer or dealer a general identification 
mark which may be used for any car on trial after completion, or on 
trial by an intending purchaser, and a person shall not be liable to a 
penalty under this section while so using the car if the mark so assigned 
is fixed upon the car in the manner required by the Council in accord- 
ance with regulations of the Local Government Board made under this 
Act.’ "—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. Louis Sinclair nt ons si or an “a. a 926 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 3, to leave out the words of line 2, and insert the words 
‘liable, on summary conviction, to a fine not exceeding £5.’ ”—(Mr. 
Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Walter Long... ie Bue 5 ror i a ... §©926 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Mr. Arthur Morton (Deptford) — ... soy ss sil bs wos 926 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 16, to leave out the word ‘sixteen’ and insert 
the word ‘seventeen,’ ”—(Mr. Arthur Morton.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘sixteen’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... roe ad _ wae pista aa sie, 925 
Mr, Broadhurst... el sin +3 sans a ~ ..- 927 
Mr. Dalziel... ays ‘ne vs des ses als wat .. 927 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts... sit date oa zee sie aa in, Se 
Mr. Scott-Montagu ... si aac ona bit dat a ... 998 
Mr, J. A, Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden)... sa roe oa =a ee 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... ~ sk ‘a ‘ ... 928 
Mr. Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N.)... $a sai pe oe <> ae 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 79 ; Noes, 85. (Division List No. 260.) 
Word “ seventeen ” there inserted in the Bill. 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 17, after the word ‘licence’ to insert the words 
‘except that a licence limited to driving motor-cyeles may be granted 
to a person over the age of fourteen years.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to, 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 25, to leave out the words ‘or his horse or 
vehic'e,’ and insert the words ‘ whether on foot, on horseback, or in a 
vehicle, or to any horse or vehicle in charge of any person.’ ” 
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“In page 3, line 29, after the word ‘liable’ to insert the words 
‘on summary conviction.’ ” 

“In page 3, line 30, to leave out the word ‘each ” and insert the 
words ‘the first.’” 

“In page 3, line 30, to leave out the words ‘on summary cor- 
viction.’” 

“Tn page 3, line 31, to leave out the words ‘or in the case of a’ 
and insert the words ‘and in respect of the.’ ” 

“Tn page 3, line 31, to leave out the word ‘conviction’ and insert 
the words ‘ offence to a fine.’” 

“In page 3, line 33, to leave out the words ‘shall be subject. 
(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


ica 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 3, line 33, after the word ‘or’ to insert the words ‘ 
the discretion of the Court.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 4, line 2, to leave out the words ‘and giving.’ ”—Jr. 
Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 5, line 3, after the word ‘register’ to insert ‘and the 
giving of those particulars.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 4, line 28, to leave out the words ‘ provided that’ and 
insert the words, ‘but a person shall not under any circumstances 
drive a motor-car on a public highway at a speed exceeding twenty 
miles per hour, and.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Question, “That the words ‘ provided that’ stand part of the Bill,” put, 
and negatived., 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment to the Bill— 
“To leave out the word ‘and’ and insert the words ‘between 
sunrise and one hour after sunset, or at a speed exceeding twelve miles 
an hour from one hour after sunset until sunrise on the following 


day.’ ”—(Mr, D. A. Thomas.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘and’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment to the Bill.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... ae ee aS: a. 982 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, ‘Ei ifton) ae 7 na ..- 933 
Mr. William M‘Arthur (Cornwall, St. ee oe joie Pe — 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portemauth).... . ze a awe .. 933 
Sir Albert Rollit. ... és0 eee eee eee eee see eve 933 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Proposed words there inserted in the Bill. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 32, at the end, to leave out the words ‘ the speed 
of any’ and insert the words ‘a person shall not drive a.’”— 
(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr, Dalziel sel yor va kes enh ine -- 934 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 4, line 38, at the end, to insert the words ‘Provided 
always that the exact and measured rate of speed is produced,’ ”— 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... in ace wl on ae ww. §=934 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) sie he vi the = oe 935 
Major Jameson... bie ae gis abe ie son ee 
Mr. Scott-Montagu a wen ae vn oe wine +. 935 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts cen ons ied ibe be oe . 936 
Mr. William Redmond _.... ie sie she vis ons ... 936 
Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, 8S.) .. i eo sini us See 
Sir Fortescue Flannery ( Yorkshire, Shipley) se sig tid -. 936 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 4, line 38, at the end, to insert the words ‘Provided 
always that a medical man driving a motor-car or cycle for the pur- 
pose of attending a patient in urgent need of his assistance, or a 
member of a fire brigade attending a fire, shall not be liable for exceed- 
ing the speed limits under this Act.’ ”—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Mr. Walter Long ... sia ae sass i zl =~ cas, Ob 
Sir Walter Foster ... ve has om — eae aa so. ©6995 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 38, at the end, to insert the words ‘the fines 
under this Act shall not ‘be accumulative within the space of twenty- 
four hours.’ ”—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 

Sir Robert Finlay ... wr _ ag sa nde oa .. 938 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 38, at end, to add the words ‘but a person shall 
not be convicted under this provision for exceeding the limit of speed 
of twenty miles merely on the opinion of one witness as to the rate of 


speed.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 38, at end, to insert the words ‘(2) Where a 
person is prosecuted for an offence under this section, he shall nut be 
convicted unless he is warned of the intended prosecution at the time 
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the offence is committed, or unless notice of the intended prosecution 
i3 sent to him or to the owner of the car as entered on the register 
within such time after the offence is committed, not exceeding twenty- 
one days, as the Court think reasonable.’”—(Mr. Valter Lonq.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 4, line 39, to leave out Sub-section 2.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 5, line 14, at beginning, to insert the words ‘(1) Local 
authorities within the meaning of the last preceding section shall give 
public notice of any regulation of the Local Government Board made 
in pursuance of this Act prohibiting or restricting the use of motor 
carson any highway or part of a highway, or limiting the speed of 
motor-cars within any limits or place, and for the purpose of giving 
effect to any such regulation shall place notices in conspicuous places 
on or near the highway, part of a highway, limits, or place to which 
the regulation refers.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 4, lines 15 and 16, to leave out the words ‘the cour 

cils of boroughs and elsewhere than in boroughs of counties,’ and _in- 


sert the words ‘ local authorities within the meaning of the last pre- 
ceding section.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Bill.” 

Mr. J. A. Pease... oF ite ei bs Se ke . 939 
Sir Albert Rollit ... oe ne Ais se aad re ... 939 
Mr. Walter Long ... 4 mr om! cid bie _ ... 989 


Question put, and negatived. 
Proposed words there inserted in the Bill. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 5, line 26, to leave out the words ‘convicted of an 
offence under this Act and,’”—(MJr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 5, line 27, to leave out the words ‘ten pounds’ and 
insert the words ‘ twenty shillings under this Act.’ ”—(J/r. Waiter Long.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Dalziel... 42s ac we i ne ue ; ; G40 
Question put, and negatived. 


Proposed words there inserted in the Bill. 
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Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 6, line 1, at beginning, to insert the words ‘ It is hereby 
declared that.’” 


“Tn page 6, line 1, leave out the word ‘shall’ and insert the 
words ‘ and the principal Act.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 6, line 22, at beginning, to leave out the word ‘ to,’ ”— 
(Mr. Walter Long.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill.— 
“Tn page 6, line 22, to leave out the word ‘ to.’” 


“In page 6, line 31, at end, to insert the words ‘(5) Any fine 
under this Act shall be recoverable by imprisonment in terms of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Acts.’ ”—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 7, line 19, at end, to insert the words ‘(2) Sub-sections 
1 and 3 of Article 32 of The Local Government (Application of Enact- 
ments) Order, 1898, shall be substituted for Sub-sections 1 and 5 of 
Section 87 of The Local Government Act, 1888,’ ” 


“Tn page 7, line 25, at end, to insert the words ‘(3) Sections 1 
to 4, inclusive, of The Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, shall extend to 
Ireland in the case of a person charged with an offence under this 
Act.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendments agreed to. 
Major Jameson 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 7, line 31, after the word ‘car’ to insert the words 
‘nor shall it include a motor-cycle.’”—(Mujor Jameson.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill. ” 


Mr. William Redmond 
Mr. Walter Long .. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
Housing of the Working Classes (No. 2) Bill.—As amended, considered. 


Sir Walter Foster ... 

Sir Albert Rollit ... ‘a 

Mr. Thornton (Clapham) ... 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Public Buildings Expenses Bill—{Tuinp Reapinc}].—Order for Third 


Reading read. 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 





Bill read the third time, and passed, 
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Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. 
Revenue Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.)... ade he itt sd we «944 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) .. ‘on i ne on . 944 
The Chancellor of the Eavhequer (Mr, Ritchie, Croydon)... as w 945 
Major Jumeson (Clare, W.) ms cae ie re sea .. 945 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out Clause 2.”—( Major Jameson.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 3, 4, and 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 28, to leave out from the first word ‘company’ 
to end of clause.” —(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to, 
Clauses 7 and 8 agreed to. 
Clause 9. 
Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out Clause 9.”—(Mr, Caldwell.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 10 to 17 agreed to. 
Clause 18 agreed to. 
Clause 19. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 35, after the word ‘ Act’ to insert the words 
‘shall come into operation on the first day of September nineteen 
hundred and three and.’”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Schedules agreed to. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Prevention of Corruption Bill {Lorps].—Order for Consideration, as 
amended (by the Standing Committee), read, and discharged. — Bill 
withdrawn ve - we ave - one son fi 0 ©6947 
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London School Board (Hilldrop Road Site) Bill.—-Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn 


Metropolitan Improvements (Funds) Bill.—Order for Second Reading 
read, and discharged. Biil withdrawn és ree ae a 


Bills of Exchange Act (1882) Amendment Bill | Lorps].—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill.—Read the third time, and pissed 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill.—Order for Consideration of 
Lords Amendments read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Lords Amendments be 
now considered.” —(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘this day three months.’” —(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Sir Albert Rollit 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Lords Amendments considered. 
Lords Amendment to the Amendment— 
“Tn page 2, to leave out Sub-section 2.” 
Agreed to. 
Lords Amendment—- 
“In page 2, to leave out Sub-section 2, and insert clause: ‘ A.— 
(1) Where two or more districts are consolidated, notwithstanding 
anything in Section 45 of the County Courts Act, 1888, contained, 
the Lord Chancellor, with the consent of the Treasury, may make 


such provision for the duties of the registrar and otherwise as he may 


think fit.’” 
The next Amendment read a second time. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
Question, ‘ That those words be there added,” put, and agreed to. 


Question “That the House do agree with the Lords Amendment, as 
amended,” put, and agreed to. 


Subsequent Lords Amendments agreed to. 


Light Railways Bill [Lorps].--Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 


charged ; Bill withdrawn 


PriviTR LEGISLATION ProcepuRE (ScoTLAND) Act, 1899.—-Return ordered, 
‘‘of all the Draft Provisional Orders under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1889, which in the session of 1903 have been reported on 
by the Commissioners: together with the names of the Commissioners ; 
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the first and also the last day of the sittings in each group; the number of 
days on which each body of Commissioners sat ; the number of days on 
which each Commissioner has served ; the number of days occupied by each 
Draft Provisional Order before Commissioners ; the Draft Provisional 
Orders, the Preambles of which were reported to have been proved ; and 
the Drzft Provisional Orders, the Preambles of which were reported to 
have been not proved.” —( The ‘Lord Advocate, ) “ ie sate 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 28th day 
of July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 121TH AUGUST, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hastings Harbour Bill [u.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill—Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to Kee ; es ee 


Ulster and Connaught Light pamange eal -Returned from the Commons 


with the Amendment agreed to 


Auchterarder Town Council Order Confirmation Bill.—Kead 1*; to be 
printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 2* (Zhe Lord Balfour) ; and reported 
from the Committee ; and to be read 3* to-morrow. (No. 219.) an 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Boanb OF EDUCATION. 


I. Report, for the year 1902, on the museums, colleges, and institutions 
under the administration of the Board of Education. 


II. General Reports on higher education, with Appendices, for the year 
1902. 


III. Lists of secondary schools, science and art schools and classes, and 
evening schools, under the administration of the Board, 1902-1903. 


IV. Grants to School Boards—Grants paid to School Boards under Section 
97 Elementary Education Act, 1870; School Board accounts ; List of 
loans, 1902- 1903 . ‘ * 


Butter Regulations : Final ieee of the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture and the Department of Agriculture and 
other Industries and Technical Instruction for Ireland, to inquire and 
report upon the desirability of regulations under Section 4 of the Sale 
of Foods and Drugs Act, 1899, for butter ; with the Minute appvint- 
ing the Committee. Minutes of evidence, with a digest of the evidence, 
appendices and index ; be ii 


Cestoms.—Forty-seventh Report of the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Customs 
(for the year ended 31st March, 1903) es . 


CoLonigs (ANNUAL).—No. 393. Hong Kong (Report for noe Presented 
{by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table eee be 
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Paciric CaBLE Act, 1901 (Account, 1902-1903).—Account showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of the Pacific 
Cable Act, 1901 (1 Edw. 7, c. 31), and the money received, expended, and 
borrowed, and securities created under the said Act, to the 3lst March, 
1903 ‘i as 

Supreme Court oF JUDICATURE.—Account of the receipts and expenditure of 

the Paymaster-General on behalf of the Supreme Court of Judicature in 

respect of the funds of Suitors of the Court, in the year ended 28th 

February, 1903: Also, account of the } National Debt Commissioners for 

the same period in respect of funds held by them on behalf of the Supreme 

Court of Judicature, together with the report of the Comptroller and 

Auditor-General thereon. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lonpon County Councit.—Return respecting—laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Order of the 12th of June last), and to be printed. (No. 214.) ... 


Housing of the Working Classes (No. 2) Bill.—(The Lord Kenyon.) (No. 215.) 
Public Buildings Expenses Bill.—(7he Lord Windsor.) (No. 216.) Expir- 
ing Laws Continuance Bill. —(The Lord President, D, Devonshire.) (No. 217.) 
Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill.—(7'he Lord Chancellor.) (No. 218.) Brought 
from the Commons ; read 1"; to be printed ; and to be read 2* to-morrow 


Patent Office manind Bill. Committed : The Committee to meet forth- 
with ; ie one ove ais ine 


Motor-Cars Bill [1.1.] 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Commons Amendments be 
now considered.” 
Earl Spencer 
On Question, Motion put, and agreed to. 
On Question, Commons Amendments agreed to. 


eae (Electrical Power) Bill.—House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without Amendment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been suspended) sill read 3°, 
and passed ‘ di wh 


South African Loan and War Contribution Bill. 


On Motion, to go into Committee. 


Earl Spencer ve 
The President of the Beard of . Agriculture (Lhe Earl of Onslow) we 


House in Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; ‘Then (Standing Order 


No. XXXIX. havi ing been suspended) Bill read 3*, and passed. 


Military Works Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order); Bill 
reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; Then 
(Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been deterrents Bill read "38, and 
passed 7” ee ‘ ; 

Public Works Loans Bill.—House in Committee aoe sr to seis Bill 
reported without Amendment; Standing Committee negatived ; Then 
(Standing Order No, XXXIX. having been rer Bill read thie and 
passed... oe ; m : 
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Burgh Police (Scotland) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order). 
[The Earl of Morvey in the Chair.] 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... ais sok _ oh a ... 966 
Clauses 1, 2, and 3, agreed to. 
Clause 4. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 5 to 8 agreed to, 
Clause 9. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 10 to 16 agreed to. 
Clause 17. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... aid ane ois aia ee vas, ied 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 7, line 25, after Sub-section 2, to insert as a new sub- 
section the words ‘ In cases where it is desired to take carriages across 
a footway maintainable by the town council into the premises of any 
abutting owner, the town council may require the formation and 
maintenance by such owner of a crossing of the description above 
specified, or may require such owner to maintain the portion of the 
footway used by such carriages to their satisfaction.’”—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 17, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 18 and 19 agreed to. 
Clause 20, 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 21 to 36 agreed to. 
Clause 37. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 37, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 38 and 3) agreed to, 
Clause 40. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
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Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... ror oe on ees os .- 968 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 9, to leave out from the word ‘externally’ to 
the word ‘the’ in line 11.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 40, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 41 to 43 agreed to. 
Clause 44. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 44, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 45 and 46 agreed to. 
Clause 47. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 47, as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 48 agreed to. 
Clause 49. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 49, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 50 agreed to. 
Clause 51. 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... a hs with ve és ... 969 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 19, line 41, after the word ‘constable’ to insert the 
words ‘in this section the expression “ street” includes any common 
stair.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 51, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 52 to 54 agreed to. 
Clause 55. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... ‘ui wits a wig se aa 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 21, line 16, after the word ‘determine’ to insert the 
words, ‘Provided that any ratepayer who is entitled to an exemption 
from any assessment leviable by the town council may appeal to the 
Secretary for Scotland against any such determination, and his decision 
shall be final.’ Provided further— 


“«(].) That any such appeal shall be made within fourteen days 
from the publication or advertisement in manner provided by Section 
340 of the principal Act, or otherwise, of the assessment appealed 
against ; and 
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“*(2.) That in the event of any such appeal being sustained in 
whole or in part, and any such assessment being quashed or varied, it 
shall be competent to the town council, notwithstanding anything in 
the principal Act or any other Act contained, to forthwith rectify and 
re-adjust in accordance with the decision of the Secretary of Scotland, 
the assessment so quashed or varied.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 55, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 56 and 57 agreed to. 
Clause 58, 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 58, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 59. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 59, as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 60. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 60, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 61. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 61, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 61 to 63 agreed to. 
Clause 64. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 64, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 65 to 68 agreed to. 
Clause 69. 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh ie die be _ iii we Tee 
Amendment moved— 

“To leave out Clause 69.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 70 to 81 agreed to. 
Clause 82. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 82, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 83 to 86 agreed to. 
Clause 87. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 87, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 88. 


Ai 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 

Clause 88, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 89 to 93 agreed to 

Clause 94. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 94, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 95 agreed to. 
g 





Clause 96. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 96, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 97. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 45, line 15, to leave out from the word ‘ burgh’ to end 
of clause, and insert the words ‘Section 50 of the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1889, relating to the adjustment of property and 
liabilities consequential on an alteration of boundaries, shall apply as if 
in lieu of that Act, and the Boundary Commissioners, the Burgh Police 
Acts, and the sheriff (not being a sheriff's substitute) were respectively 
mentioned therein ; provided that nothing herein contained shall re- 
quire the sheriff to entertain any application made after the expiry of 
one year from the date when such formation or extension takes effect.’ ” 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Plant 
—— 

~T 
to 


The Earl of Camperdown 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 97, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 97, to insert as a new clause the words ‘a County 
Council may, at a meeting called after due notice, by resolution adopt 
the sections of this Act whereof the marginal notes are respectively 
‘Manufacture and sale of ice cream” and “Ice cream shops, ete., to 
be registered,” or either of such sections, and after a date to be 
specified in the resolution, the adopted section or sections shall have | 
effect throughout the county, with the substitution of “county ” for 
“burgh,” of “County Council” for “ Town Council,” and of the Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, and Section 57 thereof for the | 
principal Act, and Section 316 thereof. In this section the expression 
“county” shall mean a county excluding any burgh or police burgh , 
situate therein.’ ”—(L vd Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. . Tow: 
Clause 98. ] 
Drafting Amendments agrved to. [ 

( 
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Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 46, line 43, after the word ‘trustees ’ to insert as a new 
sub-section : ‘Nothing in this Act contained shall affect or prejudice 
the provisions of any Act relating to the Harbour and Docks at Leith, 
Aberdeen, Dundee, or Greenock.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 98, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 99 and 100 agreed to. 


Clause 101. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh... ir ae mee Fate ‘ ice 


«J 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out Clause 101.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 102 and 103 agreed to. 
Clause 104. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 104, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 105. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 105, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule. 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... _ ov re ee ei << Ott 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 63, column 2, after line 10, to insert at end of section 
the words ‘or is provided by a local authority other than a town 
council, and in such last-mentioned case notice of the proposal to 
provide a slaughter-house shall be given by such local authority to the 
town council of the burgh, and the tewn council may, within one 
month after receipt of such notice, appeal to the Local Government 
Board for Scotland against such proposal, and the decision of the 
Board shall be final.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 

Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 

Moved, “To leave out pages 64, 65, and 66.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
On Questioa, Motion agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended) Amendments reported. Bill read 3*, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill. 


House in Committee (according to Order). 
{The Earl of Morey in the Chair. | 


Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to. 
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Clause 7. 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 


Amendment moved— 
“To leave out Clause 7.”—(Lord Bulfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 8. 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 





Amendment moved 
“In page 2, line 33, to leave out the word ‘retiral ’ and insert the 
word ‘ retirement.’”—(T'he Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 8 agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. Then (Standing Order No. XX XIX. having 
been suspended) Amendments reported. Bill read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Isle of Man (Customs) Bill.—Read 2* (according to Order). Committee 
negatived. Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been — 
Bill read 3", and passed 


Sheep Scab Bill—[{Seconp Reapinea].—Order of the Day for the Second 


Yeading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
The Duke of Northumberland 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and add at the end of the Motion 
the words, ‘this day three months.’”—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


The President of the Board is 7 iculture he Earl of Onslow) 
Earl Spencer ° eee aes eee 


On Question, Amendment sasinedh 
Bill read 2*. 


Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House forthwith. 


House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2. 


The Earl of Onslow 





“Tn page 1, line 16, to leave out the word ‘that’ and insert the 
word ‘the,’ and after the word ‘authority’ to insert the words 
‘appointing the inspector,’ ”.-—(The Earl of Onslow.) 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 

The Duke of Northumberland 
Amendment moved— 

‘‘ After Clause 4, to insert as a new clause the words: ‘This Act 
shall continue in force till the 31st day of December, 1906, and no 
longer, unless Parliament shall otherwise determine.’”—(The Duke of 
Northumberland.) 

The Earl of Onslow 
On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Clause 5 and Title agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. Amendments reported. Bill read 3*, with 
the Amendments ; and passed, and returned to the Commons. 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bill—-Commons Amendment to 
Lords Amendments considered (on Motion), and agreed to 
Patent Office (Extension) Bill.—Reported, without Amendment. Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* to morrow 
FREIGHT CONTRACTS. 
Earl Grey . 


The Parliame mtary Seerelary for the Colonies (The Duke of Mar rlborough) 
Earl Grey ... i . 


PREFERENTIAL AND RETALIATORY DUTIES. 
Lord Welby aoe 
Return ordered to be laid before the House.—(7he Lord Welby.) 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six o'clock till to- 
morrow, a quarter past Four o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 12TH AUGUST, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Ulster and Connaught Light heamerietioan Bill.—Lords’ Amendment con- 


sidered, and agreed to 


Hastings Harbour Bill [Lorps}.-—Ordered, That, in the case of the Hastings 
Harbour Bill { Lords], Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now taken into consideration provided amended prints 
shall have been previously deposited. 


Bill, as amended, accordingly considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


(King’s consent signified), Bill rae read the third time, and esac 
with Amendments bi 
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North Metropolitan Electric Power Su upply Bill [Lorps].—Ordered, That, 
in the case of the North Metropolitan lectric Power Supply Bill [Lor ds}, 

Standing Orders 211, 223, 236, 237, and 243 be suspended.—(The Chairman 

of Ways sand Means.) re ee ee fe sen ae 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill [Lorps].—Reported, 
without Amendment; Bill read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—They have agreed to—Amendments to South 
Staffordshire Tramways Bill ae Liverpoo! University Bill [Lords], 
Bradford Corporation Bill [Lords], Bury and District Joint Water Board 

3ill [Lords], Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [Lords], 
Salford Corporation Bill | Lords], Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric 
Power Bill [Lords 3], Bangor Corporation Bill [Lords], Hastings Harbour 
Discrict Railway Bill [Lords], Mid-Yorkshire Tramways Bill {Lords}, 
North Western Electricity and Power-Gas Bill [Lords], Scottish Central 
Electric Power Bill { Lords |, without Amendment a aad ats 


PETITION. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR NON-RENEWAL) BiLu.—-Petition from 
Tunbridge Wells, against: to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF Rates) Act, 1894 (AccoUNTS UNDER SECTION 1 
(7) ov THE AcT).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 7th August ; 
Mr. Grant Lawson]; to lie wpon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 338.] 


Boarp OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of Final 
Report of the Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agricul- 
ture to inquire into and report upon the desirability of Regulations for 
Butter, with copy of the Minute appointing the Committee [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table bee ne ses wii ‘a 


BoaRbD OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of Minutes 
of Evidence to the Final Report of the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture to inquire into and report upon the desirability 
of Regulations for Butter, with a digest of the evidence, appendices, and 
index |by Command]; to lie upon the Table ne , 


Boarb OF EpucatTion.—Copy presented, of (1) Grants paid to Schools Boards 
under Section 97 of Elementary Education Act, 1870, (2) School Board 
Accounts, (3) List of Loans, for 1902- 3 [by Command] to lie upon the 
Table . oe - ; due a sea 


Boarp oF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Lists of Secondary Schools, Science 
and Art Schools and Classes and Evening Schools under, the administra- 
tion of the Board of Education, 1902-3 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Customs.—Copy presented, of Forty-seventh Report of the Commissioners of 
Customs for the year ended 31st March, 1903 |by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table es nee sad es ace ne aa 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE AND CONSULAR SERVICE.—Return presented, relative there- 
to [ordered 30th July ; Mr. Cath-art I site. to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 339.]— ... “ aren ae 


CONDITION OF TRADE AND PEopLE.—Return sama relative thereto [ordered 
30th June ; Mr. Gibson Bowles|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No 240.] ~~ -— — a ae oe | eee | Lee 
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RoyAL COMMISSIONS AND SELECT ComMITTEES (Cost).—Return presented, re 
lative thereto [ordered 27th May ; Mr. Malcolm}; to lie upon the Table, 
and tobe printed. [No. 341.] im id ee a , 


(OVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (CONTRACTS).—Returns presented, relative there- 
to [ordered 6th July ; Sir Howard Vine ites to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 342.] ns ; oul ove ee oe , 


PaciFic CABLE Act, 1901.—<Account presented, showing the money issued from 
the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of The Pacific Cable Act, 1901, 
and of the money received, expended, and borrowed, and securities created 
under the said Act to the 3}st March, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upor the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 343.] ee ee a i ‘ 


SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE.—-Account presented, of receipts and expendi- 
ture of the Paymaster-General on behalf of the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture in respect of the funds of Suitors of the Court in the year ended 28th 
February, 1903, and of account of the National Debt Commissioners for 
the same period in respect of funds held by them on behalf of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| No. 344. | oa 2 


CoLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented of Colonial Report, No. 393 
(Hong-Kong, Annual = for 1902) thy ¢ Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... acs an : bed : te isa 


Raxpb Mines (NaAtivE Morratiry).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 7th August; Mr. Yrevelyan]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed.—-{ No. 345. ] aba wk “i oie ane oi : 


NavaL Savincs Banks.—Account presented, of deposits in Naval Savings 
Banks, and the payments thereof, and the interest thereon, etc., during the 
financial year 1901-02 Uby ~~ ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No 346. | : aes er Rat ve aa ; 


WoRKMEN’S TRAINS.—Return ordered, “ showing (1) the number of Workmen’s 
Trains tunning on all Railways within the Metropolitan area ; (2) the 
distance run and the fares charged on each particular train (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 187, of session 1900).”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Cyprus.—-Return ordered, “(1) of all sums paid in each year, 1900-1901, 
1901-02, by direction of His Majesty’s Government, out of moneys arising 
from the revenues of Cyprus, in discharge of the interest upon the Turkish 
Loan guaranteed by this country under the Statute 18 and 19 Vic., ¢. 99; 
and (2) of all sums voted by Parliament during the same period in aid of 
the Administration of Cyprus ; and also of the surplus remaining in each 
year over and above the payments made out of such revenues on account 
vf the said Turkish Loan and laid aside by way of sinking fund, together 
with the interest thereon (in continuation of Parliamentary Papers, No. 42, 
of Session 1899, and No. 4, of Session 1902).”—(Mr. Pierpoint.) ... 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ConDEMNED RatioNs IN SourH AFRICA.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ; 


CusToMs SERVICE—PROMOTION IN THE WATERGUARD DEPARTMENT.—Question, 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., Buckrose) ; Answer, Mr. Elliot 
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Docs FoR VIVISECTION PURPOSES.—-Question, Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) ; 
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Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 997 
Woman INSPECTOR IN THE Potrery TRADE. —Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas... one ~ on ons ose ose 997 
Motor-Cark ACCIDENTS.—Question, Mr. Bailey (Newington, Walworth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas , = ne me ae .-. 998 
SCHOOLS IN RURAL Districts.—Question, Sir Mark Stewart atoeie 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray pe kit .. 998 
BritisH MERCHANTS IN THE FRENCH Conco.——Question, Mr. Charles McArthur 
(Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 999 
VENUE OF ULSTER WINTER ASSIZEs. ia asnanaade Mr. O’ ated Crean, N. 3 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson... Re ia ; as 999 
CHARITABLE LOAN FuND ActT.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson... <i fu esa te sii we 4 999 
ASSIMILATION OF BOUNDARIES OF PARLIAMENTARY AND MUNICIPAL BOROUGHS. 
—QQuestion, Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 1000 
ACCOMMODATION OF BristoL UNION INFIRMARIES.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 1000 
CorPORAL PUNISHMENT FOR A GIRL IN CHATHAM Poor LAW SCHOOLS.—Question, 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long . 1001 
AVERAGE AGE AT MARRIAGE.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ... bee ‘, ne im 1001 
BurtisH Exports AND Imports.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ... we ida j 1001 
Paris “ TuBE” AcCIDENT.—Question, Mr. H. C. Richards ; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ... aes aa oe re a ~~ a Be ... 1002 
BoarD oF EpUCATION—CONSULTATIVE AND REGISTRATION COMMITTEES.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. George Brown (Edinburgh, Central) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 1003 
LINCOLN EpucaTion CoMMITTEE—APPOINTMENT OF A SOLICITOR.—Question, 
Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, Sir William Anson . 1003 
PostaL Facinities at ButrerspripGe, Counry CAvAN.—Question, Mr. 
McGovern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ .-» 1003 
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sanctioning the advance shall set forth the specific grounds for dealing 
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Lords Amendment— 


“In page 2, line 23, to leave out the words ‘and adjacent to or 
in the neighbourhood of the estate.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. Wyndham —.. oo bis sei wa iis as «+ 1037 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) me as re ota en? sen 1087 


Lords Amendment disagreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In line 26, at end of sub-section, to add the words ‘ provided 
that the Land Commission may, if they think it necessary for 
furthering the purposes of this Act, dispense with the condition in 
this sub-section that the land purchased and re-sold shall be adjacent 
to or in the neighbourhood of the estate.’”— (Mr. Wyndham.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendments 
“In page 2, line 40, to leave out the words ‘to the vendor.’ 
Line 41, to leave out the word ‘ the’ and insert the word ‘a.’ Line 42, 
after the word ‘ application’ to insert ‘ within the prescribed time.’ ” 
“Tn page 4, line 5, after the word ‘it’ to insert the words: ‘ (5) 
If the owner of any demesne or other land subject to settlement and 
sold to the Land Commission does not repurchase the same within the 
prescribed time, the Land Commission may make an advance under 
this section to the trustees of the settlement, and in such case the 
land resold shall be held subject to the trusts of the settlement. (6) 
Any land resold in pursuance of this section shall not be subject to 
the provisions of the Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, 
relating to the devolution of freehold registered land.’ ” 
“In page 5, line 5, after the word ‘Commission’ to insert the 
words ‘with the consent of the owner.’ ” 
The next Amendment, read a second time. 
Lords Amendments agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“In page 7, line 16, to leave out ‘the foregoing provisions’ and 
insert ‘Sub-section 1 of Section 1.’” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 
Mr, Wyndham ree sad er ces - ae soa ... 1038 
Amendment disagreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 
“In page &, line 3, to leave out the words ‘ the exclusive.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... _ on = ro i ious ... 1039 
Mr. Wyndham ar - ana was sat an i ... 1039 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ... asin owe ave one ive ... 1041 
Mr. Wyndham the — ae bed Le Ses ee ... 1041 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford)... ina <a ve sie ... 1043 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) sack ns ie oe sii ... 1044 


Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) ... - we wits ae ... 1044 
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Mr. William Redmond (Clare, £.) aes “P és sae ... 1044 
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Mr. McGovern (Cavan, W.) ie pee pe oid aa ... 1046 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ae oe ae se on “ne ... 1046 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment — 


“Tn page 8, line 5, to leave out the first word ‘tenant’ and insert 
the word ‘purchaser,’ and leave out the second word ‘tenant’ and 
insert the word ‘ purchaser.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 
Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“In page 8, line 6, to leave out-the word ‘landlord’ and insert 
the word ‘vendor,’ and insert the following sub-section: ‘(2) In 
default of any agreement between the tenant and the vendor, all sport- 
ing rights shall go to and be vested in the Land Commission, and the 
Land Commission may deal with the same subject to any rules which 
may be made by the Lord Lieutenant.’” 


The next Amendment, read a second time, 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 


“To leave out Sub-section 2 and insert the words ‘In the 
absence of such agreement those rights shall be vested in the Land 
Commission, and the Land Commission may deal with the same subject 
to any regulations to be made by the Lord Lieutenant.’ ”—(JM/r. 
Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“In page 8, line 8, after the word ‘land’ to insert the words ‘ and 
the expression “ game” has the same meaning as in Section 5 of the Act 
of 1881, and also includes deer.’ ’ 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, sai on <n fais wes bie ..- 1048 
Mr. Wyndham __.... ‘ wai ee oa wide io +» 1048 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Lords Amendment— 
“In page 8, line 13, after the word ‘on’ to insert the words ‘ or 
under.’ ” 
The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 

“In page 8, line 20, after the word ‘clay’ to insert the words 
‘Provided also, that where any such right reserved to the Land Com- 
mission under this sub-section is at any time hereafter let, leased, 
sold, or demised by them, the vendor (or the person who would have 
heen entitled thereto if the lands had not been sold) shall be entitled 
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Amendment to the Lords Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Lords Amendment— 
“Tn lines 22 and 23, leave out the words ‘disposed of or.’ ” 
The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“Tn page 8, line 28, after the word ‘thereby,’ to insert the follow- 
ing sub-section : *(6) Any person authorised by, or in pursuance of the 
last preceding sub-section, to enter upon land for the purpose of 
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to receive 25 per cent. of any rent, purchase money, or other net 
profit received by the Land Commission in respect of same, unless the 
Land Commission shall have purchased from the person entitled to 
such percentage his interest therein, and the Land Commission may 
purchase such interest at any time on such terms as may be sanctioned 
by the Treasury.’” 

The next Amendment, read a second time. 
Mr. T. M. Healy . 1049 
Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 
“Tn line 6, to leave out the words ‘ 25’ and insert the word ‘1.’” 
—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘25’ stand part of the Lords Amend- 
ment,” 
Mr. Wyndham . 1050 
Mr. MeGovern ve .- 1051 
Mr. John Redmond... . 1051 
Mr. Wyndham be ae a 1052 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ... 1053 
Mr. O Doherty = , . 1053 
Mr. Murphy 1053 
Mr. Kilbride eee eee 1054 
Mr, Wyndhan ais ore 1054 
Mr. Claney (Dublin County, N.) 1055 
Sir Jumes Haslett (Be Ifast, N.) a ad 1056 
Mr. 7. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 1058 
Mr. Hemphill a bes ae 1059 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) 1060 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 70. Division List, No. 261. 
Mr. McGovern 1061 
Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment — 
“Tn line 8, after the word ‘same,’ to insert the words ‘until the 
year 1920. "—(Mr. McGovern.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy... 7 me aor ... 1063 
Sir John Colomb ‘ss ‘ . 1065 
Mr. Wyndham , 1065 
Mr. John Redmond... 1065 
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exercising a sporting right shall have the same authority to prosecute 


for trespass in pursuit of game or fish as if he were the owner of that 
land.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 


“Tn line 6, to leave out the word ‘owner,’ and insert the word 
‘occupier.’ ”—(Mr Atkinson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘owner’ stand part of the Lords 


Amendment.” 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... ia us ica a ey, at? ... 1064 
Mr. Tully ... ve wait wa ven aie ans - .» 1065 
Mr. McGovern ae si ds oon — A Pag ... 1065 


Amendment to Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Lords Amendments— 

“Tn page 8, line 36, after the word ‘ Commissioners ’ to insert the 
following sub-section: ‘(2) Where those Commissioners refuse to 
consent to the vesting of any such monument in them, the Land Com- 
mission may, with the consent of the Council of the County within 
which the monument is situate, make an order vesting the monument 
in that Council, and Sub-section 2 of Section 19 of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, shall thereupon apply.’ ” 

“In page 9, line 25, after the word ‘Acts’ to insert the words 
‘to tenants.’ ” 

“Tn page 11, line 4, after the word ‘person’ to insert the words 
‘not under disability’; line 13, after ‘1896’ to insert the words ‘which 
interest shall be at a rate not less than 3} per cent. per annum.’” 

“In page 12, line 3, to leave out the word ‘had’ and insert the 
word ‘have’; line 6, to leave out the word ‘of’ and insert the 
words ‘ mentioned in.’” 


The next.Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 

“In page 13, line 9, to leave out from the word ‘ mentioned ’ to 
the end of the sub-section, and insert the words ‘any question of law 
may, if the Estates Commissioners think fit, and shall on the applica- 
tion of any person interested, be referred for the decision of a Judicial 
Commissioner, unless the Estates Commissioners certify in writing that 
the application is frivolous. (2) Any person aggrieved by any refusal 
of the Commissioners so to refer any such question may, in the manner 
prescribed by rules of Court, and within the time prescribed by the 
Judicial Commissioner, apply to the High Court, or any Judge thereof, 
for an order requiring the Commissioners so to refer the question, and 
the decision of the High Court or Judge upon any such application 
shall be final.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. Wyndham _... ie ‘ie vid ae om tis ... 1066 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 
‘In line 7, after the word ‘Court’ to leave out all words to end 
of Sub-section 2, and insert the words ‘under Sub-section 1 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
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Amendment to Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Lords Amendments— 


“In page 13, line 13, leave out the words ‘agents or solicitors’ and 
insert the words ‘land agents, solicitors, or land clerks.’ ” 


“Tn line 15, after the word ‘nomination’ to insert the words ‘may 
be negotiated.’ ” 


“In line 19, after the word ‘Commission’ to insert the following 
sub-section: ‘(12) Where in the case of the sale of an estate to persons 
other than the Land Commission an agent has been employed by the 
vendor to negotiate the sale, such sum as may be sanctioned by the 
Estates Commissioners may, with the consent of such vendor, be paid 
to that agent out of the purchase money as part of the costs connected 
with the sale.’” 


“In page 15, line 14, to leave out the words ‘ or order as the case 
may be’ and insert the words ‘ for sale.’” 


“In line 17, to leave out the words ‘ Estate Commissioners’ and 
insert the words ‘ Land Commission.’ ” 


“In line 19, after the word ‘money ’ to insert the following sub- 
section : ‘ For the purpose of giving effect to this enactment the Land 
Commission may, if they think fit, in the case of a terminable charge, 
satisfy the same by the investment in any securities in which trustees 
are by law authorised to invest trust money of a capital sum the annual 
income of which will be sufficient to satisfy the annual amount of the 
charge.’ ” 


“In page 16, line 30, after the word ‘ prescribed’ to insert the 
words ‘as if purchase money distributable under this section were 
money paid or deposited under those sections.’ ” 


The next Amendments, read a second time and agreed to. 


Mr. Wyndham “ad ia ial wen 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 24, page 13, line 36, at end, to insert the words ‘ Any 
charge or incumbrance may be paid off notwithstanding any direction, 
proviso, or covenant contained in any deed or instrument to the con- 
trary.” ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendments— 

“In page 16, line 37, to leave out the word ‘the’ and insert the 
word ‘a,’” 

“In page 16, line 38, after the word ‘appeal ’ to insert the words 
‘or any question other than one of law.’” 

. 3 

“Tn page 17, lines 4 and 5, to leave out the words ‘ making a 
claim upon’ and insert the words ‘whose claim has been so attached to.”” 

“In page 17, line 11, after the first word ‘ payable’ to insert the 
words ‘out of the purchase money, or recoverable under any agree- 
ment or covenant.’ ” 


The next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 
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Lords Amendment— 


“In page 17, line 13, after the word ‘advances’ to insert the 
words ‘ provided that in the case of the sale of an Estate under the 
Land Purchase Acts any charge or incumbrance thereon may be paid 
off notwithstanding any direction, proviso, or covenant contained in 
any deed or other instrument to the contrary: Provided that this sub- 
section shall not apply in any case where the Land Commission are 
satisfied that it is not owing to any act or default of such person that 
his title is not established and the amount of his claim invested as 
aforesaid.’” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 


“Tn line 1, after the word ‘advances’ to leave out the words 
‘provided that in case of the sale of an estate under the Land 
Purchase Acts any charge or incumbrance thereon may be paid off 
notwithstanding any direction, proviso, or covenant contained in any 
deed or other instrument to the contrary.’ ”-—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment to the Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to, 


Lords Amendments— 


“In page 17, at end of line 23, after the word ‘ Act’ to insert the 
following sub-section : ‘(4) Notwithstanding anything in this section, 
any vendor or incumbrancer may apply to the Court to invest the 
purchase money, pending distribution, in any of the securities from 
time to time authorised by law for the investment of trust funds.’ 
And also insert the following clause: ‘Where a person who would 
otherwise be entitled to sell land under the Land Purchase Acts is a 
lunatic, the Lord Chancellor may order the land to be sold as if the 
sale was required for one of the purposes mentioned in Section 63 of 
the Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Act, 1871, and that section shall 
apply accordingly.’ In line 39, after the word ‘equal’ insert the 
words ‘ half-yearly or.’” 

“In page 19, line 28, to leave out the words, in so far as any,’ and 
insert the word ‘ where.’” 

“Tn page 19, line 29, to leave out the words ‘to purchasers to be 
repaid by means of purchase annuities.’ ” 

“In page 19, line 41, to leave out the words ‘ purchase of the 
land’ and insert the words ‘ vesting of land in the Commission.’ ” 

“In page 20, lines 17 and 25, to leave out the words ‘ repayable 
by means of purchase annuities’ and insert the words ‘on which such 
ten shillings per cent. is payable by the Land Commission.’ ” 

“In page 21, line 3, to leave out the words ‘eight’ and insert 
* seven.’ ” 

“In page 21, line 36, after the word ‘made’ to insert the words 
‘and may only be varied.’ ” 

“In page 22, line 27, after the word ‘Commission’ to insert the 
words ‘ direct the.’ ” 


The next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“Tn page 25, line 11, after the word ‘ price,’ to insert the words, 
‘or to an estate so circumstanced in respect of which an absolute order 
for sale by the Land Judge was in force at the date of the passing of 
the Act.’” 
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next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. T. M. Healy ... ee ae ‘od ie Pee oe 


Lords Amendment, agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


The 


“In page 25, line 32, after the word ‘in,’ to insert the 
words ; ‘(a) Bonds, debentures, or mortgages secured upon rates or 
taxes levied under the authority of any Act of Parliament or 
Provisional Order by any municipal corporation or other local 
authority in the United Kingdom which shall be authorised to 
borrow on such security ; (4) Ground rents arising out of heredita- 
ments in the United Kingdom and not exceeding in amount one- 
fourth part of the annual value at a rackrent of the premises out of 
which such ground rents issue; (¢) Debentures or mortgages of 
railway companies in the United Kingdom incorporated by Act of 
Parliament ; (¢@) Stocks or shares of any tramway or light railway 
interest upon which is guaranteed from or charged upon under the 
Tramways (Lreland) Acts; (¢) Bonds, debentures, or mortgages 
secured upon any investments in which trustees are authorised by 
this or any other Act to investment funds ; (/) Debentures or fully- 
paid shares or stocks of any railway. Provided that the sutliciency 
or any such investments to realise the sum invested therein upon the 
death of the tenant for life or the termination of the trust, shall be 
secured to the satisfaction of the public trustees under this Act.’ ” 


next Amendment read a second time. 


Drafting Amendment made. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Lords Amendments— 


The 


“In page 26, line 3, after the word ‘section,’ to insert the words 
*(4) In the ease of all proceedings in relation to any lands sold 
under the Land Purchase Acts, or any charges thereon, or any 
moneys realised thereby, if it appears to the Court that a trustee is, 
or may be, personally liable for any breach of trust, whether the 
transaction alleged to be a breach of trust occurred before or after 
the passing of this Act, but has acted honestly and reasonably, and 
ought fairly to be excused for the breach of trust, and for omitting to 
obtain the directions of the Court in the matter in which he committed 
such breach, then the Court may relieve the trustee, either wholly or 
partly, from personal liability for the same.’ 

“In page 26, lines 39 and 40, to leave out the words, ‘ by the 
Lord Lieutenant,’ ” 


next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment-— 


The 


“In page 27, line 11, after the word ‘require,’ to insert the 
following sub-section: ‘(14) The powers conferred on the Land Com- 
mission by the foregoing provisions of this section may be exercised 
by the Land Judge in any case where the purchase money of land sold 
under the Land Purchase Acts is or has been distributed by him, and 
those provisions shall apply accordingly with the substitution of the 
Land Judge for the Land Commission.’ ” 


next Amendment, read a second time, 
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Drafting Ametidment made. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 27, line 12, after the word ‘ by,’ to insert the words ‘ the 
Land Judge and.’” 

“In page 27, line 28, to leave out from the word ‘that,’ to the 
first word ‘in’ in line 32.” 

“In page 27, line 34, after the word ‘county’ to insert the words 
‘the said limitation may, subject to the other limitations in the Land 
Purchase Acts, be exceeded where the Land Commission consider that 
a larger advance may be sanctioned to any purchaser without prejudice 
to the wants and circumstances of other persons residing in the neigh- 
bourhood.’” 

“Tn page 28, in lines 3 and 4, to leave out the words ‘under the 
circumstances aforesaid,’ and insert the words ‘where the Land Com- 
mission consider it expedient under the circumstances mentioned in 
the preceding sub-section.’ ” 


“In page 28, line 25, after the word ‘after,’ to insert the words 
‘they become aware of.’” 


“In page 28, line 34, after the word ‘otherwise,’ to insert the 
following sub-section: ‘(2) Not more than one person shall, without 
the consent of the Land Commission, be registered as the owner of the 
holding under Part 1V. of the Local Registration of Title (Ireland) 
Act, 1891.’” 

“In page 28, line 40, after the word ‘ holding,’ to insert the words 
‘or part thereof.’ ” 

“In page 28, line 41, after the word ‘ holding,’ to insert the words 
‘ or part.’ ” 

“Tn page 29, line 2, after the word ‘part,’ to insert the words 
‘the consent of the Land Commission under this enactment may, in 
the case of a charge created by a will, be given at any time whether 
before or after the death of the testator.’ ” 


“In page 29, line 3, to leave out the words ‘a holding’ and insert 
the words ‘the holding executed after the commencement of this 
Act 7” 

“In page 29, line 7, after the word ‘chargeant’ to insert the 
words ‘ or, in the case of a charge created by a will or codicil, within 
six months from the death of the testator.’ ” 

“In page 29, line 12, to leave out the word ‘ whether.’ ” 


“In page 29, line 13, after the word ‘instance,’ to insert the words 
‘or with the consent,’ and leave out the words ‘or at the suit of an 
incumbrancer.’” 

“In page 29, line 14, after the word ‘sold,’ to insert the words 
‘subject to the purchase annuity (if any) and any charge under any 
Public Works Acts, but’; and after the word ‘all’ to insert the word 
‘ other.’ ” 

“In page 29, line 15, to leave out from the words ‘incumbrances ’ 
to the word ‘of,’ in line 16.” 


“In page 29, line 24, to leave out the word ‘require’ and insert 
the words ‘ request to be furnished with.’ ” 
“In page 29, line 26, to leave out the words ‘charged with an 


annual sum payable in respect of ’ and insert the words ‘in respect of 
which.’ ” 
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“In page 29, line 27, after the word ‘ Acts’ to insert the words 
‘has been made.’ ” 


The next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment 

“In page 31, after Clause 58, to insert the following clause: ‘(1) 
Where, in the course of proceedings for the sale under the Landed 
Kstates Court (Ireland) Act, 1858, or the Land Purchase Acts, of an 
estate it appears that the owner or any tenants of holdings on the 
estate are in occupation of portions of an adjoining estate, and that 
the owner or any tenants of holdings on the adjoining estate are in 
occupation of portions of the first-mentioned estate, whether such ex- 
change of occupation is the result of an agreement or is occasioned by 
the alteration of the course of a stream, or otherwise, the Land Judge 
or the Judicial Commissioner, as the case may be, may, if he thinks it 
expedient, with the consent of the owners of the respective estates, 
make an order ratifying the exchange, and the order, or a map or plan 
annexed thereto, shall show the lands given and taken in exchange 
respectively. (2) The land taken upon any such exchange shall be 
deemed to be held by the same tenure, and shall, without any convey- 
ance or other assurance in relation thereto, go and enure to and upon 
the same uses and trusts and be subject to the same rents, conditions, 
charges, and incumbrances, as the land given upon such exchange 
would have stood limited upon and been subject to if the order had not 
been made ; and the land given upon such exchange shall be deemed 
to be held by the same tenure, and shall without any conveyance or 
other assurance in relation thereto, go and enure to and upon the same 
uses and trusts and be subject to the same rents, conditions, charges, 
and incumbrances as the land taken upon such exchange would have 
stood limited upon and been subject to if the order had not been made. 
(3) All rights and remedies for recovery of rents payable in respect of 
either portions of the lands so exchanged shall be exercisable in respect 
of, and may be pursued against, the lands given or taken upon such 
exchange, as the case may be, in the same manner as they might there- 
tofore have been exercised or pursued against the lands originally 
liable thereto.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. T. M. Healy 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 


“In line 11, after the word ‘of ’ to insert the words ‘ or of notice 
in the prescribed manner to.’ ”—(Mr. 7’. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham 
Amendment to the Lords Amer. iment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment — 


“Tn line 11, after the word ‘owners’ to insert the words ‘or of 
notice in the prescribed manner to the owners and giving them an 
opportunity of being heard.’ ”--(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Consequential Amendment made to the Bill. 
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Lords Amendments. 
“In page 32, line 18, to leave out the word ‘the’ and insert the 


9” 


word ‘a. 


“Tn page 32, line 36, after the word ‘balance’ to insert the 
following sub-section: ‘(3) Where in the like case the Court is 
satisfied that the land sold is entitled to be indemnified against any 
claim in respect of a superior interest by other lands, and that the 
‘other lands are a sufficient security therefor, the Court may, upon 
such terms (if any) and in such manner as appears equitable, exclusively 
charge the whole of the superior interest upon the other lands. (4) 
The foregoing provisions of this section shall apply with the necessary 
modifications, to any superior interest or portion thereof affecting the 
land sold, or to the redemption money of such interest or portion, as 
if the same were land sold.’” 


“In page 33, lines 12 to 14, to leave out Sub-section 3.” 


“Tn page 33, line 17, to leave out the words ‘therein mentioned ’ 
and insert the words ‘ of a superior interest.’ ” 


“In page 33, line 22, to leave out the words ‘for the nonpay- 
ment of any sum due to them.’ ” 


“In page 34, line 6, after the word ‘deposit’ to insert the 
following sub-section: ‘(3) Where any land upon which portion of a 
purchase annuity has been charged by the Land Commission is con- 
veyed to the proprietor of a holding subject to a purchase annuity, 
that holding and the land so conveyed shall be deemed ene holding, 
and the said annuity and portion shall be payable in such manner and 
subject to such conditions as may be prescribed.’” 


“In page 34, line 42, after the word ‘may’ to insert the words 
‘on the application of any person interested or without such appli- 
cation with the consent of the Lord Chancellor,’ and to leave out the 
words ‘such authority and’ and to insert the words ‘the Judicial 
Commissioner if he thinks fit.’ ” 


“In page 35, line 17, after the word ‘cent’ to insert the words 
‘ per annum.’ ” 


“In page 35, line 40, after the word ‘the’ to insert the words 
‘trustees of the.’ ” 
The next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. 
“In page 36, line 15, after the word ‘ vendor’ to insert the words 
‘or to the trustees of a settlement.’”—(Mr. Atkinson.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 36, line 18, after the word ‘less’ to insert the following 
sub section : ‘(2) Sub-section 4 of Section 3 of this Act shall apply in 
the case of any land in respect of which an advance is made in pursu- 
ance of this section.’ ” 

Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment — 


“Tn line 2, after the word ‘ four’ to insert the words ‘and Sub- 
section 6.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment to Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
12 
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Lords Amendments— 
“In page 36, line 35, after the word ‘cutting’ to insert the words 
‘or making.’ ” 


“Tn page 38, line 2, after the word ‘ Board’ to insert the words 
‘in lieu of the member of the Land Commission nominated under 
Sub-section 1 of Section 34 of the Actof 1891.’ And also to insert the 
following clause :—‘Section 18 of the Agricultural and Technical 
Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899, which makes provision with respect 
to congested districts counties, is hereby repealed.’ ” 


The next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 
“In page 38, line 36, to leave out the word ‘any’ and insert the 
words ‘subject to the provisions of this Act any.’” 
The next Amendment disagreed to. 
Lords Amendment— 


“In page 38, line 38, to leave out the word ‘appeal’ and to 
insert the words ‘ apply for a re-hearing.’” 


The next Amendment read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“In page 39, line 5, after the word ‘ assessor,’ to insert the words 
‘who shall hear the evidence and inspect the holding, and report 
thereon to the Judicial Commissioner.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 
“Tn line 2, after the word ‘and’ to insert the words ‘on the 
application of either of the parties.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Amendment to Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. 7. M. Healy ... sd er Sa sls os i’ ... 1075 
Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment— 
“ In line 3, at end, to add the words ‘in the prescribed manner.’ ” 
—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Wyndham _... ‘i ~~ wie = ei sid ... 1076 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... - - ma _ aie ig .-- 1076 
The Solicitor-General for Ireland (Mr. James Campbell, Dublin. University) 1076 
Amendment to the Lords Amendment, agreed to. 
Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Lords Amendment— 


“In page 38, line 36, to leave out the word ‘any’ and to insert the 
words ‘ subject to the provisions of this Act any.’” 


Lords Amendment disagreed to. 
Lords Amendment— 

“In page 39, lines 6 to 8, leave out Sub-section 3.” 
The next Amendment read a second time, and agreed to. 
Lords Amendment— 


“Tn page 39, line 9, after the word ‘appeal’ to insert the words 
‘or on any re-hearing (except in cases where the valuation does not 
exceed £20).’” 
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The next Amendment, read a second time, amended, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“In page 39, line 10, after the word ‘which’ to insert the words 
‘could have been but.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 
“In page 39, lines 12 and 15, after the word ‘Commissioner ’ to 
insert the words ‘ who hears the Appeal.’ ” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords Amendment — 
“In line 2, after the word ‘Appeal’ to add the words ‘or 
re-hearing.’ ”—(Mr. Atkinson.) 


Amendment to Lords Amendment agreed to. 
Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Lords Amendments— 

‘In page 39, line 20, after the word ‘made’ to insert the words 
‘by the Judicial Commissioners with the approval of the Lord 
Chancellor.’ ” 

“In page 39, line 22, to leave out from the word ‘re-hearings’ to 
the end of the clause, and insert the words ‘and those rules shall, 
among other things, provide for an ad valorem scale of fees to be paid 
on notices of appeal or re-hearing.’ ” 

“ In page 39, line 24, to leave out the words ‘ Land Commission’ 
and insert the words ‘ Judicial Commissioner.’ ” 


Leave out Clause 87. 


“In page 40, line 17, after the word ‘ reason’ to insert the word 
‘ solely.’ ” 

“In page 40, line 19, to leave out the word ‘ judicially ’ and 
insert the words ‘in the absence of other provision.’ ” 

“In page 40, line 22, after the word ‘apply’ to insert the words 
‘as from the commencement of this Act.’” 

“In page 40, line 30, after the word ‘1881’ to insert the words 
‘or under that section.’ ” 

“In page 40, line 38, to leave out the words ‘the representation ’ 
and insert the words ‘any representation under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896, affecting him.’ ” 


The next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 
“In page 41, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the words ‘a Court 
of Summary Jurisdiction’ and insert the words ‘the County Court 
Judge.’” 


The next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. William Redmond 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... 


Lords Amendment agree‘ to. 
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Lords Amendments— 


“In page 41, line 30, to leave out the words ‘must either be’ 
and insert the words ‘is either.’ Line 31, to leave out the word ‘ be’ 
and insert the word ‘is.’ ” 


“In page 42, line 6, to leave out from the word ‘Commission’ to 
the word ‘the’ in line 8, and insert the words ‘ in the manner directed 
by Sub-section 6 of Section 29 of the Act of 1891.’ The expression 
‘demesne’ includes any mansion, house or other buildings thereon. 
The expression ‘ vesting order’ includes fiat. Line 34, after the word 
‘Act’ to insert the words ‘or enactment,’ and after the word 
‘amending’ to insert the word ‘ applying.’ ” 

“In page 44, line 22, after the first word ‘three’ to insert the 
words ‘in Sub-section 1 of Section 34, from ‘a member’ to ‘ forestry ’ 
and the words ‘the Chief Secretary when absent shall be replaced by 
the Under Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant.’ ” 


The next Amendments, read a second time, and agreed to. 


Ordered, “That a Committee be appointed to draw up Reasons to be 
assigned to the Lords for disagreeing to certain of the Lords Amend- 
ments to the Bill.” 


Committee nominated of-—Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr.. Sergeant 
Hemphill, Mr. John Redmond, Colonel Saunderson, and Mr.Wyndham. 


Committee to withdraw immediately. 


Three to be the quorum.—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


The Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, without Amendment ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow is ee be 


irish Land Bill 


Reasons for disagreeing to certain of the Lords Amendments reported, and 
agreed to. 


To be communicated to the Lords 


CuNARD STEAMSHIP COMPANY AND INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE MARINE Com- 


PANY (AGREEMENTS).—Motion made, and Question proposed—‘ That the 
Agreement dated the 30th day of July, 1903, entered into between His 
Majesty’s Government and the Cunard Steamship Company, Limited, 
rn | in Command Paper No. 1703, and the Agreement dated the Ist 
day of August, 1903, entered into between His Majesty’s Government and 
the International Mercantile Marine Company and others, printed in Com- 
mand Paper No. 1704, be approved. —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ie 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘ this House regrets that an arrangement was made 
with the Cunard Steamship Company without first ascertaining by 
public competition the terms upon which the Government require- 
ments might have been met by other companies.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Debate arising. 


And, it being half. past Seven of the Clock, the Debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
EVENING SITTING. 

CUNARD STEAMSHIP COMPANY AND INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE MARINE 
Company (AGREEMENTS).—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on 
Amendment to Question [12th August], “That the Agreement dated the 
30th day of July, 1903, entered into between His Majesty’s Government 
and the Cunard Steamship Company, Limited, printed in Command Paper 
No. 1703, and the Agreement dated the Ist day of August, 1903, entered 
into between His Majesty’s Government and the International Mercantile 
Marine Company and others, printed in Command Paper No. 1704, be 
approved.” —( Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘ this House regrets that an arrangement was made 
with the Cunard Steamship Company without first ascertaining by 
public competition the terms upon which the Government require- 
ments might have been met by other companies.’”—( Mr. Lough.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 

Sir William Allan (Gateshead)... oF 

Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, Eachange) 

Mr. Rea (Gloucester) wns Sas ‘ats ave sks : 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) ... eit ‘ai ay bes 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ies we ae 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... si sie 

Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) ... 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 92; Noes, 18. (Division List No. 262.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved that the Agreement dated the 30th day of July, 1903, entered 
into between His Majesty’s Government and the Cunard Steamship 
Company, Limited, printed in Command Paper No. 1703, and the 
Agreement dated the Ist day of August, 1903, entered into between 
His Majesty’s Government and the International Mercantile Marine 
Company and others, printed in Command Paper No. 1704, be approved. 


Port of London Bill.—-Motion made, Question proposed, “That further pro- 
ceedings on the Port of London Bill be suspended till the next session of 
Parliament : That on any day in that session a Motion may be made, after 
notice, by a Minister of the Crown, to be decided without Amendment or 
Debate, that proceedings on that Bill may be resumed, and if that Motion 
is decided in the affirmative the said Bill, as reported from the Joint Com- 
mittee, shall stand committed to a Committee of the Whole House in like 
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manner as if the proceedings on the Bill or in relation thereto had taken 


place in that session in due compliance with all Standing Orders. That 
this Order be a Standing Order of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) —.. 1111 
The Prime Minister and First Lord _" the Treasury (Mr. A. J. - Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) je + - 1112 
Sir Joseph Diode (London) ance ae an oe A . 212 
Mr, Rea (Gloucester) - ais oad ces Se 
Mr. David Morgan (Essex, W “althamstow)... ous ‘is ion +» 1114 


Ordered, That further proceedings on the Port of London Bill be suspended 
till the next session of Parliament. 


Ordered, That on any day in that session a Motion may he made, after 
notiee, by a Minister of the Crown, to be decided without Amendment 
or debate, that proceedings on that Bill may be resumed, and if that 
Motion is decided in the affirmative the said Bill, as reported from the 
Joint Committee, shall stand committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House in like manner as if the previous proceedings on the Bill or in 
relation thereto had taken place in that session, after due compliance 
with all Standing Orders. 


Ordered, That this Order be a Standing Order of the House.—(J*. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Revenue Bill.—As amended, considered ; Bill read the third time, and passed 1115 


Employment of Children Bill.__Lords Amendments considered, and agreed 


. 1115 
Licensing Acts (Scotland) Consolidation and Amendment Bill.—Lords 
Amendments considered. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 5, line 22, after the word ‘appeal’ to insert the words 
‘and no other magistrate is available.’ ”—( Mr. Caldwell.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ite .» 1116 


Lords Amendments agreed to. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 28th day of 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Twelve o'clock, 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 13TH AUGUST, 1903. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Auchterarder Town Council Order Confirmation Bill. Read 34 (according to Order), 

and passed ‘ ‘ ons soe 1117 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TsADE ReEpoRTS—(ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 3058. Portugal (Chinde). 

No. 3059. Turkey (Damascus). 

No. 3060. United States (Portland (Oregon). 
No. 3061. Brazil (Bahia), 
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No. 3062. Russia (St. Petersburg). 

No. 3063. Zanzibar (Zanzibar). 

No. 3064. Portugal (Northern Portugal). 

No. 3065. France (Society Islands) iiss ik ue ‘ai “ua S097 


MISCELLANEOUS, No. 4. (1903).—Correspondence respecting the application of 
the French Law of Association to institutions of British origin... -- L117 


Arrica, No. 10. (1903).—Despatch from His Majesty’s Minister at Brussels 
respecting the Commission for the Protection of the Natives, instituted by 
the Government of the ee — State under the Decree of 
18th September, 1896 . , ine ‘as w» L117 


BuarD OF EpucATIoN. — Report of the Board of Education, for the year 
1902-1903 ae Pr =e ae ies wr eee aoe *BEUO 


Lunacy ([RELAND).—Fifty-second Report, with a geremans of the weenie 
of Lunatics in Ireland, for the year 1902... ee 


LABOUR STATISTICS.—Ninth Annual Abstract of Labour Statistics of the 
United Kingdom, 1901-1902 . ose oes bee ood sat «a BORG 


“OPTIONS” AND “FUTURES” IN FOODSTUFFS (LEGISLATION RESPECTING).— 
Reports from the Canadian Government and from His Majesty’s repre- 
sentatives abroad on legislative measures respecting — in “ — 
and “ Future ” contracts as regards food-stuffs “ pe . 1117 


Licht Rattways Act, 1896,—Orders made by the > sega Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 


I. Authorising the Construction of Light Railways in—The city of 
Gloucester; the parishes of Wotton St. Mary (Without), Barnwood, 
Hucclecote, and Brockworth, in the county of Gloucester. 


II. Amending the Callington Light Railway Order, 1900. 


III. Amending the West Manchester Light Railways Order, 1899, and 
authorising the construction of additional light railways in the parish and 
urban district of Stretford, in the county of Lancaster. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table vied ws S038 


LocaL TAXATION RETURNS anennaidh Act, 1881.—Returns for the al 
1901-1902 one on ose sins oo one bs . 1118 


Navat Savincs Banks.—Account of deposits in Naval Savings Banks and the 
payments thereof, and of interest thereon, of all investments under the 
Naval Savings Banks Act, 1866, and the application of the interest or 
dividends accruing in respect thereof, and of the proceeds of any sale of 
any stocks, annuities, or securities during the financial year 1901-1902 ... 1118 


HicH Court or Justice (IRELAND) ~~. Division).—Accounts, for the 
year ended 31st December, 1902 oe = ‘ ae .-- 1118 


FoREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1870.—Two Orders in Council of the 10th August, 
1903, entitled “ The Niger Navigation Order in Council, 1903,” and “ The 
Niger Transit Order in Council, 1903” ia . 1118 


DockyarD Ports ReeuLation Act, 1865.—Order in Council of the 10th 
August, 1903, ae | rules and agen for the — nie of 
Queenstown... . 1118 
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MERCHANT HIPPING ACT, 1894.—-Two orders in Council of 10th August, 1903, 
(a) varving the dues payable i in respect of the Basses and Minicoy lights, 
and (6) confirming three Merchant Shipping Ordinances enacted by the 
Governor and Legislative Council of Hong Kong > we ; 


MeRcHANT SuHippinG Act, 1894, AND MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE Funp) Act, 1898.—Order in Council of 10th August, 1903, alter- 
ing the scale of light dues set out in the Second Schedule to the Merchant 
Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act, 1898. 

Laid before the House ——- to a. and ordered to lie on the 
Table... * ne ‘ en nia me 


Revenue Bill.— Brought from the Commons 
Sheep Scab Bill.— Returned from the Commons, with the Amendment agreed to 


Employment of Children Bill ; Burgh Police (Scotland) Bill ; Town Councils 
(Scotland) Bill; Marine Store Dealers ( — Bill. Returned from the 
Commons, with the Amendments agreed to . us bn ; 


Licensing Acts (Scotland) Consolidation and Amendm nt Bill.—Re- 
turned from the Commons, with the Amendments agreed to, with a 
consequential Amendment to the Bill om ie me ig 


Public Buildings Expenses Bill ; Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. Read 2* 
(according to Order). Committee negatived. Then ” ail Order No. 
XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill read 3*, and passed . 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill.—Read 2" (according to Order) Committee 
negatived. Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been suspended) 
Bill read 3°. Amendments made. Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


Patent Office (Extension) Bill._Read 3* (according to Order), and passed... 
Licensing Acts (Scotland) Consolidation and Amendment Bill.— 


Commons consequential Amendment considered (on Motion), and agreed to 


Revenue Bill.—Kead 1": Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX having been 
suspended), read 2°: Committee negatived: Bill read 3‘, and passed 


MACEDONIA, CHINA, AND VENEZUELA.— 


Earl Spencer 
The Secretary of State fi Sor Forei sign A fairs ( (The Marques 88 : of Lansdnene) 


Irish Land Bill.—Keturned from the Commons, with several of the Amend- 
ménts made by the Lords agreed to; with several other of such Amend- 
ments agreed to, with Amendments ; and with consequential Amendments 
to the Bill; with several other Amendments disagreed to; with Reasons 
for such disagreement. 


On the Motion for the consideration of the Commons Amendments to the 
Lords Amendments. 


The Lord President of the Council —e Duke of ne 
The Duke of Abercorn 
Lord Clonbrock 


Moved, That this House do agree with the Commons in the Amendments 
made to their Amendments, and do not insist on their Amendments to 
which the Commons had disagreed.—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
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Housing of the Working Classes (No. 2) Bill [Secon» Reapinc].—Order 
e day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Kenyon _— , ide 7m — ick oe ... 1128 
Moved, that the Bill be now read 2'.—(Lord Kenyon.) 
On Question, Bill read 2*; Committee negatived. Then (Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill read 3*, and passed. 
UNFINISHED CONDITION OF THE PALACE OF WESTMINSTER. 


Lord Stanmore... sie 9 .. 1198 
The First Commissioner of “Works ( Lord Windsor) sa ae ... 1130 


War OFFICE TRACTION ENGINES. 
The Earl of Northbrook... A wat ss i we .. 1131 


Moved, that an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for any order 
that may have been issued by the Secretary of State for War directing 
the drivers of traction engines employed by the War Office to conform 
to the limits of speed laid down by, and the other regulations contained 
in, the Locomotives Act, 1865.—(T7he Earl of Northbrook.) 


The Under Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Hardwicke) ... ... 1133 
The Marquess of Ripon... ws a na ‘ws adi .. 1134 
The Earl of Wemyss , ee . 1135 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleiy igh) ss ... 1136 
The Earl of Northbrook... ad ee ... 1137 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


SUBSIDIES TO SHIPPING COMPANIES—THE CUNARD AGREEMENT. 


Earl Spencer si ee vis ae iat sae ee .. 1137 


Moved, That there be laid before the House a return showing— 


1. The amount, and date, and duration of any subsidies given in the 
past by His Majesty’s Government to shipping companies, and the number 
of ships embraced in these arrangements, with the speed of the ships. 


2. The number of ships and their speed embraced in the present 
arrangement with the Cunard Company.—( Earl Spencer.) 


The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) om, 20h 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 


SHIPPING FREIGHTS TO SOUTH AFRICA. 


Earl Grey ... rat si oe cal sg tes de -» 1148 


Moved, for a Return giving the rates per ton on shipments of rails consigned 
to South African ports by His Majesty’s Government between the 
years 1898 and 1903.”—(Earl Grey.) 


The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 1149 


On Question, Motion, as amended, agreed to. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before seven o'clock, 
until To-morrow, Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 13TH AUGUST, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—They have agreed to Auchterarder Town Council 
Order Confirmation Bill without Amendment. 


Amendments to Hastings Harbour Bil! [Lords] without Amendment ee 
PETITION. 


SeutH Arrica (Cost oF GARRISON).—Petition from London, against contribu- 


tion by India: to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


Boarp or TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT).—Copy presented, of Ninth Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the United Kingdom, 1901-2 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table - vhd ‘ 


“Options” AND “ Futures” iN Foop-Sturrs (LEGISLATION).—-Copies 
presented, of Reports from the Canadian Government and from His 
Majesty’s Representativ es abroad on legislative measures respecting 
gambling in “ Option” and “Future” Contracts as regards food-stuffs [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table fa api ane 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the West Manchester Light Railways Order, 1899, and authoris- 
ing the construction of additional light railways in the parish and urban 
district of Stretford and county of Lancaster (West Manchester oe 
Railways (Extensions and sscomniiniatied Order, — [by heasarenieds 
lie upon the Table. . 


Light RaiLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the parishes of Wotton 
St. Mary (Without), Barnwood, Hucclecote, and Brockworth, in the county 
of Gloucester (County of Gloucester (Gloucester and Brockworth) _ 
Railways Order, 1903) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table a 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the city of 
Gloucester (Gloucester Corporation — a — — [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table - 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the Callington Light Railway Order, 1900, Callington Light 
Railway vues of es Order, 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table . og : 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN TRADE AND INDUSTRY.—Copy presented, of Memoranda, 
Statistical Tables and Charts prepared in the Board of Trade with reference 
to various matters bearing on British and Foreign Trade and Industrial 
Conditions |by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... : 


WorkMEn’s TRAINS.—Return presented, relative thereto nr 12th August ; 
[No. 347.] 


Mr. Lough] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printec 
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Lunaoy (IRELAND. )—Copy Fetand) fo of 52nd Report, with Appendices, of 
Inspectors of penne ¢ said for the eimyik 1902 {by serra to lie 
upon the Table .. see 


Bo.2D OF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Report of the Board of Education 
for the year 1902-3 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table : 


MercHANT Suippine Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Two Orders in 
Council of 10th August, 1903, (a) varying the dues payable in respect 
of the Basses and Minicoy Lights; and (b) confirming three Merchant 
Shipping Ordinances enacted by the Governor and Legislative Council of 
Hong-Kong [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


M.nCHANT SHIPPING AcT, 1894, AND MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE Funp) Act, 1898.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 10th 
August, 1903, altering the Scale of Light Dues set out in the Second 
Schedule to The Merchant Shipping (s ercantile Marine Fund) Act, 1898 
{by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ; oe “ns ns oe 


DocKYARD Ports REGULATION ACT, 1868. —Cope presented, of Order in 
Council, dated 10th August, 1903, making Rules and Regulations for the 
Dockyard Port of Queenstown [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Two Orders in Council 
of 10th August, 1903, entitled The Niger Navigation Order in Council, 
1903, and the Niger Transit Order in Council, 1903 $ [by Act] ; to lie _ 
the Table 


PalVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT shite, — San pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 11th August ; Zhe Lord Advocate] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 348] die ome _ 


PARGCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS (SCOTLAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 20th July ; Mr. Cathcart ee to lie “ the — and to be 
printed. [No. 349] sine coe 


ASSESSMENTS (COUNTIES, CITIES, AND siealeial (SCOTLAND). —Return ava 
relative thereto [ordered 10th August ; Sir John Stirlin — atl) to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 350] : 


LocaL TAXATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of the Annual Local Taxation 
Returns for Scotland for the year 1901-2 [by sake ; to lie Seige the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 351.] , 


Cyprus.— Return presented, relative thereto ern 12th August ; Mr. Pier- 
point]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 352. 


Court oF PropaTe Division (High Court oF JUSTICE) Shaded cial —Annual 
Account presented, of Receipts and Disbursements for the year ended 31st 
December, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL TAxaTION ACCOUNT, 1902-3.— Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 7th August ; Mr. Grant anes to hie a the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 353.] ... 


Arrica.—(No. 10, 1903) Copy ual of Sains from His Majesty’ 8 
Minister at Brussels respecting the Commission for the Protection of the 
Natives, instituted by the Government of the Independent Congo State 
under the Decree of 18th — 1896 [by rome ig to lie — 
the Table ; 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL meer —Copies i aliltaals of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Ligeiate Nos. 3058 to 3065 Dy ioe to lie 
upon the Table .. ; 
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FRENCH LAW OF ASSOCIATION (MISCELLANEOUS, No, 4, 1903).—Copy presented 
of Correspondence respecting the application of the French Law of Associa- 
tion to Institutions of British origin [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRANSPORTS (SOUTH AFRICAN WAR).—-Returns presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 5th August ; Mr. Buchanan]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 354.] ee a be oh sis a ‘ 


Joint Stock CoMPANIES.—Keturn ordered “(I.) Of the Companies registered 
during the year ended the 31st day of December, 1902, which filed a pro- 
spectus and to which certificates to commence business has been granted, 
stating---- 


(1) The date of registration. 

(2) The date of the prospectus. 

(3) The amount of the nominal capital. 

(4) The amount of each share. 

(5) The amount issued or to be issued otherwise than for cash. 

(6) The amount offered for subscription in cash. 

(7) The amount underwritten. 

(8) The commission for underwriting. 

(9) The minimum subscription required. 

(10) The amount allotted before commencing business. 

(11) The amounts per share payable on application and allotment. 

(12) The total directors’ share qualification, if any ; and 

(13) The date of the certificate to commence business. 

(II.) Of the Companies registered during the year 1902 which filed a 
prospectus, but to which certificates to commence business have not 
been granted, stating the particulars specified in (1.) so far as they are 
applicable. 

(III.) Of the Companies registered during the year 1902, which filed a 
declaration that the Company does ‘not issue any invitation to the 
public to subscribe for its shares.’ 

(IV.) Of the Companies registered during the year 1902, which have not 
filed a prospectus or a declaration that the Company ‘does not issue 
any invitation to the 4 pes to subscribe for its shares,’ and stating 
the particulars specified in (1.) so far as they are applicable. 

(V.) Of the Companies which were dissolved or struck off the register 
during the year 1902. 

(VI.) Of the total number of companies dissolved during the year 1902 
(1) by order of Court ; (2) after voluntary liquidation ; and (3) pur- 
suant to the provisions of Section 7 of The Companies Act, 1880, and 
Section 26 of the Companies Act, 1900. 

(VII.) Of the total number and nominal paid-up and considered as paid-up 

" capital of the Companies registered during the year 1902 in London, 
Edinburgh, and Dublin respectively, distinguishing limited companies 
from unlimited, and companies registered with a nominal capital from 
companies registered without such capital. 

(VILL) Of the total number and paid-up capital, including the amounts 
considered as paid on vendors and other shares, of all companies 
having a share capital which were on the register on the 30th day of 
April, 1903, except such companies as were in course of liquidation 
or removal from the register under the provisions of Section 7 of The 
Companies Act, 1880, and Section 26 of The Companies Act, 1900. 

(IX.) Of the total number and nominal capital of the companies registered 
in England, Scotland, and Ireland respectively, in every year since 
the commencement of The Companies Act, 1862 to 1902, inclusive. 

(X.) Of the fees and capital duty paid in respect of Registered Companies 
during the year 1902.”—-(Mr Gerald Balfour) ... oss otk see 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND).— 
Return ordered, “showing (1) the names of permanent officials of the 
Department on the lst day of May, 1903; (2) description of office ; (3) 
salary and travelling expenses ; (4) date of appointment and previous 
employment ; (5) tenure of office : 

“And, similar Return of officials employed by the various County 
Councils in Ireland in carrying out the provisions of the Agricultural and 
Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act.”—(Mr. McGovern) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


LONDONDERRY AND LouGH SWILLY RAILWAY—ERECTION OF STATION AT 
PENNYBURN.— Question, Mr. McFadden (Donegal, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Elliot 


3ALANCE OF MONEY COLLECTED FOR RELIEF OF DISTRESS IN 1844.—Question, 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


Hastincs List OF VOTERS—SURCHARGE BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT AUDITORS.— 
Question, Mr. Freeman Thomas (Hastings) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ... 


APPLICATION FOR POLICE CourT AT DUNBLANE.—Question, Mr. Field ues 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ce ‘ 


DELIVERY OF LETTERS AT VALENTIA ISLAND. es Mr. Boland new 
S.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain bs is 


EARLY CLOSING OF STRAFFAN Post OFFICE. ne: Mr. Leamy eon 
N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain A ms ae ss 


DISMISSAL OF A BELFAST Post OFFICE EMPLOYEE. an Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain iP “ oF one a 


DELAY IN BELFAST MAILS.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain re ne Abe Re ml Bh 

Post OFFICE SECOND DivIsiON CLERKS. eats Mr. Kimber ” srsitaaiec 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a adi . aos 


PUNISHMENT OF DUBLIN POSTMEN FOR MIs-DELIVERY OF LETTERS.—Question, 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


UNAPPOINTED POSTMEN PERFORMING Duty IN DUBLIN Post OFFICE. ised 
tion, Mr. Nannetti ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain > 


PosTAL DELAYS BETWEEN LONDON AND EDINBURGH a Mr. D. A. 
Tohmas ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


EXTENSION OF THE MALL—STATUE OF KING CHARLES aa Lord 
Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish / 


REPAYMENT TO DONEGAL CouNTY CoUNCIL OF INTEREST ON BUNCRANA AND 
CARNDONAGH RAILWAY GUARANTEED SHARES.—Question, Mr. __ 
(Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Elliot : a ee . 


PAYMENT OF GRANT TO CHRIST CHURCH SCHOOL, BLACKPOOL.—Question, Mr. 
Harwood (Bolton) ; Answer, Sir William Anson Ae? buh ; 


INSUBORDINATION ON H.M.S. “ DRAKE.”—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caith- 
ness-shire) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster hoi ne oe bd 


INCREASED DINING ACCOMMODATION IN DEVONPORT DoCKYARD.—Question, Mr. 
Duke (Plymouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster . ot ion 


QUALIFIED NURSES IN WORKHOUSE INFIRMARIES.—Question, Mr. Talbot 
(Oxford University) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ... ~ ose eee 
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PayMENT OF REBATE ON CorN.—Mr. Ou Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... “ as se see us! 5 
IssuE AND PAYMENT OF inuasiie Bonvs.—Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ia re obs se 1966 
MONEY HAS BEEN LENT.— 
Question, Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... si ee = 1165 
ALIEN IMMIGRATION COMMISSION REPORT.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Shettield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... has ie «« 2068 
INDIA—CONVERSION OF PROPERTY OF NATIVE STATES INTO CASH.—Question, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ... .-. 1167 
SUSPENSION OF THE RULING CHIEF OF PANNA.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton oe ees sn oa sap .-» 1167 
REVISION OF IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ PENSION FuND.—Question, 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... om sae .-. 1168 
Devay 1N ErEcTION OF LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE STRABANE No. 2 RuRAL 
District.—Question, Mr. McFadden ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham _... ... 1168 
BoyLe Union Rate CoLLECTOR.—Questions, Mr. James O'Kelly a sicana ine 
N.) and Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... ‘ .. 1169 
ATTENDANCES IN IRISH SCHOOLS. ee Mr. staal ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham a nas n * ‘ ; ... 1169 
Irish NATIONAL EpucATION—CLOSING OF Book Stores, — Question, Mr. 
Murphy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham _... se v6 a pia .-- 1170 


DRAINAGE OF BLACK RIVER, MoniLL—IMposirIon OF SPECIAL RATE. —Question, 
Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. W yndhanm ... sis sie oe ons, BED 


EXPENDITURE ON ROADS AND NEW Works IN LONGFORD RurAL DistTrict.— 
Questions, Mr. —e and Mr. J. P. Farrell vittieasitit iad lena Mr. 





Wyndham wes . Wh 
Mare SHows in County LEITRIM. x Question, Mr. Tully; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham i ae a kel ‘ nee ead ni soc SRT 
BorROWING Powers OF BoyLE TOwNSHIP.—Question, Mr. tach ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ~~ ; we ee dus , my sos ERGO 
BuncRANA SEWAGE SCHEME. — Question, Mr. O’ Doherty; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ss es sine a ; . 1173 
CASE OF POISONING IN MARYBOROUH PRISON.—Question, Dr. MacDonnell 
(Queen’s County, Leix); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... vine o » 1174 
EXPENDITURE IN GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS. a Colonel Long (Wor- 
cestershire, Evesham); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . i a: ... 1174 
orde ated ae Green, S.W. )3 
p Hacc Mr. A. J. Balfour... 11% 


FiscaL INquiryY—ConDITION OF WORKING CLASSES.—Question, Mr. Mansfield 
(Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour wn st ooo BETS 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


THE MAINTENANCE OF TROOPS IN SOUTH AFRICA.——Questions, Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth) and Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; ‘capes The Secre- 
tary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) i . 1175 
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H.MLS. “ MinERva’s ” LAUNCH—DAMAGE TO FiIsHING Boat.-—Question, Mr. T. 
L. Corbett (Down, N.); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ide a vie pow i ... 1176 


RosytH NAvaL Bask.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster_ ... des ate fas aa os coo, METO 


RAINFALL IN INDiA.—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Ilamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing.) ay ses We ee te or ay <a Mee 


Tue Sugar CONVENTION.—Questions, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) and Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Elliot, Durham) _... age sn sts. E208 

CHURCH SCHOOLS—PROVISION OF PRAYER BoOKs.—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education 
(Sir William Anson, Oxford University)  °<.. = = am -.- 3180 

APPOINTMENTS UNDER THE IrIsH LAND BILL. — Question, Mr. Murphy 
(Kerry, E.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 


Dover) ... i Si we jes ee baa at ae so» FEBO 
UppER MASSERENE DRAINAGE TAX. — maaan Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kil- 

kenny, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham. eae aS = x sce 2180 
AGHALEE LABOURERS’ CoTTAGES.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin; Answer, 

Mr. Wyndham ... nee ~ i on pees an om oo LU] 
GUN LicENcEs 1N CouNTY GALWAY. —Question, Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham ate se ag oe ve +) cus, EEBD 


[nkisH TELEPHONE SERVICE.—Questions, M. J. F. X O’Brien (Cork) and Mr. 
William Abraham (Cork Co., N.E.); Answers, The Postmaster General 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ke Hie? née ».- 1182 


FiscAL INquiry.—Questions, Mr. Harwood (Bolton); Answers, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, £.) 1183 
ALIEN IMMIGRATION. —Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1134 


Sheep Scab Bill.—Lords Amendment to be considered forthwith ; considered, 
and agreed to ... a oa sie wis a Ba _ sce USS 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill —Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. ~ sah a ss .. 1184 


Burgh Police (Scotland) Bill.—Lords Amendments to be considered forth- 
with ; considered, and agreed to. oe ve én ie avs cae We 


Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill.— Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. ee sbi sea Pe soa EEBG 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to Revenue bill, without 
Amendment. 


Amendments made by this House to the Amendments and the 
Consequential Amendments to Lrish Land Bill, without Amendment, and 
do not insist on their Amendments to which this House has disagreed. 


That they have agreed to: Consequential Amendment to Licensing 
Acts (Scotland) Consolidation and Amendment Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have agreed to: Public Buildings Expenses Bill, Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill, Housing of the Working ‘Classes (No. 2) Bill, Patent 
Office Extension Bill, without Amendment. 
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Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendment to Amendments to: County Courts Jurisdiction Extension 
Bill, without Amendment. 


Light Load Line: That they communicate Copy of Report from the 
Select Committee appointed by their Lordships in the present session of 
Parliament, together with the Minutes of evidence, Proceedings of the 


Committee, etc. we es ce ee = ee peo coe” ESB 


KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT Rooms (House oF CommMons).—First Report 
brought up and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 355.]... +» 1185 
Easr INDIAN REVENUE AccouNTs.—Order for Committee read. 


The Secretary of State ” India on — Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) wae , Ree cae DUBS 


Motion made, and Question iti “That Mr. ina do now leave 
the Chair (for Committee on East Indian Revenue Accounts).” 


Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe)... =e a a ... 1210 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) i as om die ave WR 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘that,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘this House is of opinion that, in view of 
the satisfactory Indian Budget s in the current and recent years, the 
duties imposed in 1894-5 on manufactured goods imported into India 
should be abolished.’ ”—( Mr. Shackleton.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


Question.” 

The Under Se ee of State for India (Earl Percy, eiieana S. ie ... 1218 
Mr. Theodore 1 Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) see rs ... 1228 
Mr. Herbert Ii’ hiteley (Ashton-wnder-Lyne) pas si is ... 1230 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) —... ie oe ..« 1230 
Lieut-Colonel George Kemp (Lancashire, Hey ood) nie es ... 1232 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham)... me sik ‘as ... 1232 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ‘its se ode .. 1234 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 98 ; Noes, 30. (Division List No. 263.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.L.) sn ‘ne ... 1235 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ‘ ... 1244 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, witli Guildford) 1250 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ... ... 1254 


And it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
EVENING SITTING. 
East InpIA ReveNvE Accounts.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate 


on Question [13th August], “That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair 
(for Committee on East India Revenue Accounts).” 


Mr. Herbert Roberts os bee on vind ... 1254 
Sir William Rattigan (Lanarkshire, N.E.) aes bas pes ... 1256 


Ang. 13 | Page 








Mil: 
Pen 


Alk: 


Poo) 


SITT! 


CoLo 


3011 
1 
( 


Britl 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. elxxix 


Aug. 14.) Page 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, EB.) ... wind mn va ios ve» 1257 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central)... sah - on oss, Se 
Tieut.-Colonel George Kemp ae oF ne fal ... 1265 
Sir Michael Foster (London University) des oe we _ ..» 1267 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) as ie a3 ... 1269 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) - i kes ... 1270 
Dr. Shipman (Northampton) oo SRS 
Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) ... .. 1273 
Mr. Osmond Williams ( Merionethshire) .. 1273 
Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) .. 1274 
Lord George Hamilton “a - S205 
Mr. Markham (No ottinghamshire, Mansfield) . 1279 
(Question put, and agreed to. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Resolved, That it appears from the Accounts presented to Parliament that 
in 1901-2 the revenue of India amounted to £76,344,525, the ex- 
penditure charged against revenue to £71,594,282, and the capital 
expenditure not charged to revenue to £4, 071, 152. (Secretary Lord 
George Hamilton.) 
Resolution to be reported. 
Military Lands Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 1280 
Penal Servitude Bill.— Order for Second einai read, and nents Bill 
withdrawn iad os in - . 1280 
Alkali Etc., Works Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn ... a 1280 
Poor Prisoners Defence Bill.—Lords Amendments to be considered forthwith ; 
considered, and agreed to ae mea sa se on <a ... 1280 
SITTINGS OF THE House.—Resolved, That this House do meet To-morrow at Ten 
of the Clock.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood) ... me “ee na baa ‘oe 2200 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 28th day 
of July, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS, FRIDAY, 14tH AUGUST, 1903. 
RETURNS REPORTS, ETC. 
CoLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 394 Turks and Caicos Islands. Report for 1902 ... 1281 


301LER EXPLOsions.—Report to the Secretary of the Board of Trade upon the 
working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890, with ee ” 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper [Cd. 1254])  ... 1281 


BritIsH AND FOREIGN TRADE AND satelite: <deaaiaelel statistical tables, 
and charts prepared in the Board of Trade with reference to various 
matters bearing on British and foreign trade and industrial conditions. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table ... ... 128] 


PREFERENTIAL AND RETALIATORY Duries.—Return respecting. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Order of elgaaaiied raie and to be apa 
(No. 220) ss one a0 w+ 4281 
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SUBSIDIES TO SHIPPING CoMPANIES.—Returns respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Order of yesterday), and to be printed. (No. 221) 


SoutH AFRICA (SHIPMENT OF RAILS).—Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Address of yesterday), and to be printed. (No. 222)... 


Locomotives Act, 1865,—Return respecting. Laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Address of yesterday), and to be printed ... i 


Military Lands Bill..—Returned from the Commons, with the Amendment 
agreed to . ies dala sa a ea se ‘ 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill.—Recturned from the Commons, with the 
Amendments agreed to 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill.—Brought from the Commons. 
Read 1*. Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill 


Page 


128] 


128] 


1281 


128] 


128] 


read2* (The Earl of Selborne). Committee negatived. Bill read 3°, and passed 1282 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 


1. Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 

2. London Education. 

3. Marriage Legalisation. 

4. Board of Agriculture and Fisheries. 

5. Railways (Electrical Power). 

6. South African Loan and War Contribution. 
7. Military Works. 

8. Public Works Loans. 

9. Isle of Man (Customs). 

10. Housing of the Working Classes (No. 2) 
11. Publie Buildings Expenses. 
12. Expiring Laws Continuance. 

13. Revenue. 

14. Licensing Acts (Scotland) Consolidation and Amendment. 
15. Poor Prisoners’ Defence. 


16. County Courts Jurisdiction Extension. 

17. Motor Cars. 

18. Burgh Police (Scotland), 

19. Town Councils (Scotland). 

20. Sheep Scab. 

1. Irish Land. 

2. Employment of Children. 

3. Military Lands. 

!, Marine Store Dealers (Ireland). 

5, Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Orders Confirmation. 

?6. Lerwick Harbour Improvements Act, 1877, Amendment Order Con- 
firmation. 

27. Glasgow Corporation Tramways Order Confirmrtion. 

28. Auchterarder Town Council Order Confirmation. 

29. Patent Office (Extension). 

30. South Staffordshire Tramways. 

31. Liverpool University. 

32. Bradford Corporation. 

33. Bury and District Joint Water Board. 

34. Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways. 

35. Salford Corporation, 
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36. Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power. 

37. North Western Electricity and Power Gas. 

38. Hastings Harbour. 

39. Hastings Harbour District Railway. 

10. Scottish Central Electric Power. 

41. Mid Yorkshire Tramways. 

42. Bangor Corporation. 

43. South-Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway. 

44. Ebbw Vale Improvement. 

45, Kingston upon-Hull Corporation. 

46. Dover Corporation. 

t7. Western Valleys (Monmonthshire) Sewerage Board. 

£8. Stroud and District Tramways. 

49. Erith Tramways and Improvement. 

50. Great Central Railway. 

51. Gateshead Corporation. 

52. South Yorkshire Joint Railways. 
North-Eastern Railway. 

54. Shettield Corporation. 

55. Cork Harbour. 

56. Hainault Forest. 

97. Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway. 

58, Coventry Electric Tramways. 

59. Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway. 

60. Croydon and District Electric Tramways. 

61. Ulster and Connaught Light Railways. 

62. North Metropolitan Electrie Power Supply 


THe Kine’s Sprecu.—His Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech was delivered to 
hoth Houses of Parliament by the Lord High Chancellor (in pursuance of 
His Majesty’s Command). 


Then a Commission for proroguing Parliament was read. 


After which the Lord Chancellor said— 


My Lords and Gentlemen, 

3y virtue of His Majesty’s Commission, under the Great Seal, 
to us and other Lords directed, and now read, we do, in His Majesty’s 
name, and in obedience to His Commands, prorogue this Parliament 
to Monday the Second day of November next, to be then here holden ; 
and this Parliament is accordingly prorogued to Monday the Second 
day of November next. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 14th AUGUST, 1903. 
The House met at Ten of the Clock. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Licht Loap Line.—Communicated Paper [presented 13th August]; to be 
printed. [No. 356] wi one PD - hes Sap , 
BorLER ExpLostons Acts, 1882 anp 1890.—Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary of the Soard of Trade upon the working of the Boiler Ex- 
plosions Acts, 1882 and 1890, with ren [by Command] to lie upon 
the Table ose ee “is ; - 
Joint Stock Compantes.—Return presented, relative thereto fordered 13th 


August ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 357} nk ae eam is ae 
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TEACHERS’ Pension Funp (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report on the 
Valuation of the Teachers’ Pension Fund (Ireland) on the 31st December 
1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY Papgers.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table, List of the Bills, 
Reports, Estimates, and Accounts and Papers printed by order of the 
House, and of Papers presented by Command, Session 1903, with a 
General Alphabetical Index thereto, 27th Parliament, Fourth Session, 3rd 
Edward VII., 17th ebeininaien 1903, to 14th August, 1903; to be ° printed 
[No. 358] ; ; 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SHIPMENTS OF WELSH CoAL TO THE Far East.—Question, Mr. D, A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour an aca e 


Propuce oF UNITED Kinapom Supriiep FOR WAR PuRPOSES IN SOUTH 
AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Pssst Thomson Braempeogc a W.R., nnaittit : 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . 


ComMIssions In KING’s AFRICAN RIFLES FOR VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. 
Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick “ 


VETERINARY DocToRS—THE ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT.—Quesiion, Mr. 
William M‘Killop (Sligo, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ee “ 


CONDITION OF ARTILLERY Horses ExposeD TO WEATHER AT TRAWSFYNYDD 
Camp, MERIONETHSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Osmond Williams (Mertoneth- 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... ae ie saa . 


AUTUMN CRUISE OF CHANNEL SQUADRON.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty iia 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ae : a ‘3 uF 


ERECTION OF Buoy oN Tuns BANK, LouGH FoyLk.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour oa Pid cs is bi us 


” 


ALLEGED DESERTION FROM STEAMSHIP “ RoMFoRD” AT MADAGASCAR.—Ques- 


tion, Mr. Robson (South Shields) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


DELAY IN TELEGRAM TO CoL_omBpo.—-Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canter- 
bury); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain Se sti we 


APPROXIMATE VALUES OF BRITISH AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIONS.—Question, 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


Loss oN WorkING OF Pacigic CABLE. een — ieee 
shire, Ross) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ee . - . 


AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT.—WORKING OF 
SECTION 17, SUB-SECTION (a). —Question, Mr. ee Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ota " se asia is a ne - 


ERECTION OF GooDS SHED AT RASHENNY STATION. manent Mr. shana Ji : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham st ve one : ns ; 


ASSIMILATION OF SALARIES IN IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENTS. ati 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SALE OF GLEBE LANDs AT MAGHERY, CoUNTY DONEGAL. es Mr. aie 
Law (Donegal, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . wi 


CoNSTRUCTION OF NeW Pier AT BUNCRANA, ON LOUGH SWILLY.— Question, 
Mr. O Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham _... ae oes ins 
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EVICTIONS ON THE MASSAREEN Estate, County Louta.—Question, Mr, Nolan 


(Louth, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


COMMISSIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY—REGULATIONS FOR MILITIA OFFICERS. — 
Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CLERKS IN THE HicH Courts or Justice--AGr Limit—ExTENSION To 
IRELAND.—Question, Mr. William Abraham aia County, N.E. ye Answer, 
Mr, Elliot : 


Consolidated Fund enaaiied Bill —— RE sielaaai -Order for 
Third Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That this Bill be now read a third 

time.” 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Bor ee 

Mr. Robson (South Shields) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W. ‘¥ 

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board if] ‘Education om (Sir I ‘William A nson, 
Oxford University) . , wid ‘ 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) . sai we 

The Prime Minister and First Lord “— the e Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ond et 

Mr, Winston Churchill (Oidivamy .. 

Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cornwall, ( Cambor ne) 

Mr, Murphy (Kerry, E.) es 

Mr, Nolan (Louth, 8.) or ay 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland ( Mr. Wy “yndham, Dover) zs 

Mr. Delany (Queen's County, Ossory) * nee 

Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDS.—That they have agreed to— 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill, without Amendment. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ; and the Royal Assent was given to a number of 
Bills. (See page 1282.) 


And afterwards His Majesty’s most Gracious Speech was delivered to both 
Houses of Parliament by the Lorp High CHANCELLOR (in pur- 
suance of His Majesty’s Commands). 


Then a Commission for proroguing the Parliament was read. 


After which the Lord Chancellor said— 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of His Majesty’s Commission, under the Great Seal, to 
us and other Lords directed, and now read, we do, in His Majesty’s 
name, and in obedience to His Commands, prorogue this Parliament 
to Monday, the Second day of November next, to be then here holden ; 
and this Parliament is accordingly prorogued to Monday the Second 
day of November next. 


End of the Fourth Session of the 27th Parliament of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, in the third year of the Reign of His 
Majesty, King Edward VII. 


END OF TABLE OF CONTENTs TO VOLUME CXXVII. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 


| 
Thursday, 6th August, 1903. | and returned to the Commons. 
sicadliaees | intend Development Grant Bill; 
siete elaine dai _ Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Order 
NEW PEERS. |Confirmation Bill; Lerwick heer 
| Improvements Act, 1877, Amendment 
Sir Epwarp Levy-Lawson, Baronet, | Order Confirmation Bill. Brought 
having been created Baron Burnham of | from the Commons. 
Hall Barn, in the parish of Beaconsfield, | 
in the county of Buckingham, was (in| Lanarkshire Tramways Order Con- 
the usual manner) introduced. firmation Bill{H.L.|. Returned from the 
| Commons agreed to. 
MICHAEL BrppULPH, Esquire, having | 
been created Baron Biddulph of Ledbury,| South Shields Corporation — Bil. 
in the county of Hereford, was (in the Returned from the Commons, with the 
usual manner) introduced. | Amendments agreed to. 





din Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


Grorce THomAs JoHN SotHEron-| East Ham Improvement Bill. 
Estcourt, Esquire, having been created | Returned from the Commons with the 
Baron Estcourt of Estcourt, in the parish |Amendments agreed to, with an Amend- 
of Shipton-Moyne, in the county of | ment ; the said Amendment considered 
cag and of Darrington in the | and agreed to. 

‘est Riding of the county of York, was . 
(in the onan (tt: i Wick and P ulteney Harbours Order 

'Confirmation Bill. Read 3* (according 
i poe to Order), and passed. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 
eee | Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways 

Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway Order Confirmation Bill [No. 195]; 

Bill. Read 3°, with the Amendments; Lerwick Harbour Improvements Act, 
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1877, Amendment Order Confirmation 
Bill [No. 196]. Read 1*; to be printed, 
and (pursuant to the Private Legislature 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed 
to have been read 2* (The Lord Balfour) ; 
and reported from the Committee ; and 
to be read 3* on Monday next. 


The Standing 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COMMERCIAL No. 7 (1903). 


{LORDS} 


Reports from His Majesty’s represen- | 


tatives on navigable inland waterways 
in Austria-Hungary, Belgium, France, 
Germany, and the Netherlands. 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 


Twenty-fifth Report of the General 
Prisons Board (Ireland), 1902-1903. 


INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE 

MARINE COMPANY AND OTHERS. 

Agreement, dated Ist August, 1903, 
between the Admiralty and the Board of 
Trade and the International Mercantile 
Marine Company and the Oceanic Steam 
Navigation Company, Limited, Frederick 
Leyland and Company, 1900, Limited. 
the British and North Atlantic Steam 
Navigation Company, Limited, the 
Mississippi and Dominion Steamship 
Company, Limited, the Atlantic Transport 
Company, Limited, and the International 
Navigation Company, Limited. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 


Thirty-fifth report of the Deputy- 
Keeper of the Records, for the year 
1902. 
SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND 

WALES). 

Seventeenth annual report of the 

inspectors, for 1902. 


AND 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER 
FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Forty-second annual report of the 
Inspectors of Fisheries (England and 
Wales) for 1902. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 
General report to the Board of Trade 
upon the accidents that have occurred 
on the railways of the United Kingdom 
during the year 1902. 


Presented [by Gommand], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





Orders. { 
POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment, and 


committed to a Committee of 
Whole House to-morrow. 


the 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT 
BILL. 


“ Read 1*; to be printed; and to le 


read 2* tomorrow.—(Zhe Earl of Den- 


bigh ). (No. 194.) 


THE STANDING ORDERS. 

THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, I 
beg to move certain Amendments in the 
Standing Orders of the House, as is usual 
at the end of the session. My noble 
friend the Minister for Agriculture asked 
me to move certain Amendments that 
would give effect to the proposed legisla- 
tion transferring the Fisheries to thy: 
Board of Agriculture, but \ regret that 
as the Bill has not yet become an Act it 
is impossible to do that. I take it that 
as the Board of Agriculture will have all 
the functions that the Board of Trade 
have now with regard to Fisheries, it is 
quite clear that any notices that are sent 
to the Board of Trade will be immediately 
forwarded to the Board of Agriculture in 
the natural course of things, and as soon 
as possible next session the Standing 
Orders will, of course, be amended. The 
first Amendment of the Standing Orders 
on the Paper refers to the deposit of 
certain maps in the case of Bills for the 
taking of water supply. It is an Amend- 
ment that has been asked for by the 
Local Government Board, and it seems to 
me to be a very reasonable one. The 
second Amendment secures, in cases 
where a parish has no parish council and 
plans and sections have only to be de- 


posited with the clerk of the district 


|eould not be shortened. 


council, that they shall also now be 
deposited with the chairman of the 
parish meeting. The next Amendment 
is of rather more importance. When 
Lord Newton called attention some time 
ago to the delay that took place-in the 
progress of legislation at the beginning 
of every session, I undertook —and I had 
intended to take this course for a long 
time—to see if, with regard to private 
Bills, the period at the beginning of the 
session, when nothing could be done, 


The object of 


this Amendment of the Standing Orders 
Instead of regulating 


has that in view. 
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the period for depositing petitions ac- 
cording to the Second Reading of Bills, 
a fixed date is taken. In the House of 
Commons the date is 12th February. As | 
am told that it would cause confusion if the 
petitions on all Bills presented to Parlia- 
ment were taken on the same day, I have 
made it a week later in the case of 
petitions to this House. All petitions in 
respect to Bills which are presented for the 
the first time to the House will have to be 
lodged by 19th February. I believe that 
will gain us certainly ten days, and the 
Opposed Bills Committees will be able 
easily to start work in the first week in 
March in future sessions. These are the 
only important matters to which I need 
refer, and I beg leave to move that the 
Amendments be agreed to. 


Moved, “ That the Standing Orders be 
amended as follows— 


‘ New Standing Order: 25c. Where, under 
the powers of any Bill, any water may be 
taken, collected, or impounded fur the purpose 
of a water supply, the Promoters shall, on or 
before the 30th November, deposit at the Office 
of the Local Government Board, and also at 
the Office of the Clerk of the Parliaments, an 
Ordnance map on the scale of 6 inches toa 
mile, showing by a distinguishing mark the 
position of each reservoir, well, conduit, or 
other work proposed to he authorised by the 
Bil! ; and where the proposed source of supply 
isa river, stream, or lake, an Ordnance map 
on the seale of not less than 1 inch to a mile, 
showing by a clearly marked line the catch- 
ment area or gathering ground from which the 
waters are derived. Where, under the powers 
of any Bill, it is proposed to supply with water 
any area not previously included within the 
Promoters’ limits of supply, the Promoters 
shall similarly deposit an Ordnance map on the 
scale of 1 inch toa mile, showing respectively 
the existing limits of supply and the area pro- 
posed to be added thereto. 3 

‘29, Where, under the powers of any Bill, 
any work is intended to be made, maintained, 
varied, extended or enlarged, or any lands or 
houses may be taken or used compulsorily, or 
an improvement charge may be imposed, a copy 
of so much of the said plans and sections as 
relates to any of the areas hereinafter men- 
tioned, together with a copy of so much of the 
book of reference as relates to such area, 
shall, on or before the 30th day of November, 
be deposited with the officer respectively here 
inafter mentioned, that is to say, in the case of 

(d) Any parish in England or Wales com- 
prised in a rural district and not having a 
parish council, with the chairman of the pari=h 
meeting and with the clerk of the district 
council. 

‘92. No petition praying to be heard upon 
the merits against any Local Bill or Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill originating in this 
House shall be received by this House unless 
the same is presented by being deposited in the 


{6 AvGaustT 1903} 





Land Bill. 6 


Private Bill Office before three o’clock in th 
| afternoon, in the case of Local Bills on or 
' before the 19th of February, and in the cases 
of Provisional Order Confirmation Bills or Bills 
resented on petition and originating in this 
ouse, on or before the seventh day after the 
day on which such Bill has been read a second 
time. 

‘105a. Where any body of persons corporate 
or unincorporate sufficiently representing a 
particular trade, business, or interest in any 
district to which any Railway Bill relates, 
petition against the Bill, alleging that such 
trade, business, or interest will be injuriously 
affected by the rates and fares proposed to be 
authorised by the Bull, it shall be competent 
for the Select Committee to whom the Bill is 
referred, if they think fit, to hear the petition- 
ers or their counsel or agents and witnesses on 
such allegation against the Bill, or any part 
thereof, or against the rates and fares propose | 
to be authorised by the same. 

*105c. Where the council of any adminis- 
trative county or county borough or being a 
Joint Committee of Councils of administrative 
counties or county boroughs petition against 
a Bill, alleging that such county or county 
horough or some part thereof will be injuriously 
affected by the Bill, it shall be competent for 
the Select Committee to whom the Bill is 
referred, if they think fit, to hear such 
petitioners or their counsel or agents and 
Witnesses on such allegation against the Bill 
oc any part thereof.’ ”—(7he Earl of Morley.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Standing Orders amended accordingly, 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 197.) 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


(The Earl of Mor.ey in the Chair. } 


Clause 1. 


Tue Eart or ARRAN, who had 
several Amendments on the Paper to 
Clause 1, intimated that he intended to 
withdraw them with a view to bringing 
them up on the Report stage. 


Amendments, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp CLONBROCK moved to insert 
after the words, ‘If the foregoing 
provisions are not complied with, the 
Land Commission may” the following 
words, “in the case of a holding ex- 
ceptionally situated,” so as to provide 
that in such special cases the Com- 
mission might—subject to the limitations 
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of the Land Purchase Act—sanction the 
advance. He said that the Amendment 
did not interfere in any way with the 
principle of the Bill, nor with the 
arrangements in Clause 1, as it at pre- 
sent stood. It was only intended to 
make things clear, and was put forward 
with a view of increasing the probability 
of the correct working of the Bill. Sub- 
section 2 was introduced to meet excep- 
tional cases, and, as the noble’ Duke in 
charge of the Bill had stated on the 
Second Reading, it was only intended to 
apply to inferior classes of holdings. 
His object in moving the Amendment 
was to make this quite clear. Seeing 
the maximum reduction in the “zone” 
relaxed, the smaller class __ of 
tenant purchasers might be induced 
to press for more favourable terms, 
which would have to be refused by the 
landlords. He feared that if the Amend- 
ment was not accepted there was a 
danger of a renewal of agitation. He 
was in Ireland recently, and everyone to 
whom he spoke on the subject expressed 
dissatisfaction at the relaxation of the 
“zone.” He trusted the Government 
would accept the Amendment. The 
second Amendment standing in his 
name, which he would move after the 
first had been dealt with, was in the 
interests of the remainder-man, who 
might also suffer severely, and in the 
interests of the public at large. 


7 


Amendment moved — 


**In page 2, line 5, after the word ‘Com- 
mission’ to insert the words ‘in the case of a 
holding exceptionally cirenmstanced.’ ”’— 
(Lord Clonbrock.) 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire): 
The Government do not think that the 
Amendment suggested by the noble Lord 
would be any improvement upon the 
terms of the clause. We fully believe 
that the cases which will come under 
this sub-section will be exceptional. 
They will be exceptional for the reason 
that such cases will be carried through 
with much more delay and difficulty 
than the cases which come under the 
zone, inasmuch as in cases where less 


than the minimum reduction is agreed 


upon it will be necessary that vhe 
Estates Commissioners should 


Lord Clonbrock. 
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into a full examination of the case 
with the object of seeing that the 
security for the Government is suffi- 
cient. In the other class of cases, where 
the reduction exceeds the maximum 
reduction provided for in the zone, 
similar examination by the Commis- 
sioners will be necessary for the 
protection of those, besides the owner, 
who have an interest in the estate, 
and on such examination all who have 
any interest in the estate, will have 
a claim to be heard. We believe, 
therefore, that in these circumstances 
the case will be exceptional, but 
nothing would be gained by requiring 
the Estates Commissioners to make a 
specific declaration that the case was 
an exceptional one. The circumstances 
of the exceptional character of the case 
are proved, in the first place, by the parties 
having arrived at an »greement outside 
the zone, and in the next place by the 
fact that the Commissioners have 
assented to such an agreement, and 
have advanced the money upon it. 
That is far more effective security 
for what the noble Earl desires 
—namely, that these cases shall only 
be treated exceptionally, than any 
words such as he suggests should be put 
into the clause. The words “ excep- 
tionally cireumstanced”’ have no legal 
significance, and could have no binding 
effect upon the Commissioners. We 
consider also that the Amendment of the 
noble Lord might very possibly have the 
effect of acting prejudicially to the land- 
lords, because it would give a handle to 
anyone who wished to create an agitation 
to ask that any case which could be 
ascertained to resemble that which had 
been declared to be an exceptional one 
by the Commissioners should be treated 
in exactly the same way. We believe 
that the words will be no protection to 
landlords, but, on the other hand, 
might act prejudicially. Therefore I 
regret we are unable to accept the 
Amend ment. 


THE Eart oF DUNRAVEN hoped 
the noble Lord would not press the 
Amendment because it seemed to him 
that it would rather defeat his own 
object, which was to make the matter 
clearer. The Amendment would tend 


enter| rather to confuse the position. The 
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clause as it now stood was the 
result of a compromise arrived at 
in the other House of Parliament, 
and as it now stood it seemed to him to 
be very plain. All the transactions 
which came within the zone were sanc- 
tioned without any inquiry, but if they 
fell without the zone, they would 
have to be inquired into and settled 
after hearing all the persons interested, 
and if the Commissioners were satisfied 
that the price agreed upon was equitable. 
That was perfectly clear and distinct, 
but if the Commissioners had also to 
decide whether a holding was exception- 
ally circumstanced or not, he did not know 
how they would do it. He did not know 
what was meant by ‘‘exceptionally 
circumstanced,” and it was obvious 
that the Commissioners would have to 
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make an exhaustive inquiry to arrive | 
at any decision upon that point. He | 
hoped the Amendment would be with- | 


drawn. 


noble friend to press the Amendment. 
Clause 1 was now in an entirely different 
position from what it was when the Bill 
was introduced. The noble Earl who 
had just sat down had used the word 
“compromise,” but he failed to find in 
any dictionary that that word was 
defined to be the giving way of one side 
where it had got nothing. He would like 
to see the clause restored to its original 
form, but at this late period of the session 
he did not think it would be wise to move 
an Amendment with that object. The 
Amendment of his noble friend was a 
very reasonable one, and would make it 
more difficult for people to go outside 
the zones. He and others who lived in 
the West of Ireland believed that great 
attempts would be made to make this 
the rule and not the exception, and 
therefore they regarded the Amendment 
as affording them a certain amount of 
protection. The Bill, in the eyes of 
many, had been entirely spoiled by the, 
to them, unnecessary concessions of the 
Chief Secretary. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE) did not think the noble 
Lord who spoke last answered the 
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dilemma put to the House by the noble 
Duke. The noble Lord had made his 
object perfectly clear. It was to obtain 
some security that these transactions 
outside the zones would not be per- 
mitted unless exceptional circumstances 
were really present ; but what security 
would the words proposed by the noble 
Lord give him? If the words were 
added to the clause, the Land Commis- 
sioners would then be in this position— 
they would have to specify what the 
exceptional circumstances were. They 
might do so in general language. They 
might say, “‘ We regard this case as an 
exceptional case, and, on the whole, 
it does not seem to us to be one which 
falls within the scope of the zones.” 
That would not help noble Lords in the 
least. It would leave them where they 
were. But supposing they went further 
and said that it was an exceptional case 
because of the situation of the estate, 


|the character of the soil, its inaccessi- 
| bility, or reasons of that sort. 
*THe Eart or WESTMEATH said that | 
he, on the other hand, would urge his | 


The 
moment such a decision had been pro- 
mulgated by the Land Commission, a 
precedent would have been set up 
which would be very inconvenient to 
other vendors of similarly cireumstanced 


estates, and it would follow that in 
all similar cases, transactions outside 
the limits of the zones would be 
permissible. That he did not think 


would be regarded as in accordance with 
the views of noble Lords who, like 
the mover of the Amendment, desired 
to restrict, as far as possible, trans- 
actions outside the limits of the zones. 


Lorp CLONBROCK pointed out that 
in his Amendment “ specific” grounds 
were stated, not “general” grounds. 
What he was anxious about was that 
these transactions should be the exception 
and not the rule, and he was afraid that, 
especially in his own part of Ireland, where 
agitation had been rife in the not very 
distant past, the smaller class of tenants 
would imagine that it was the intention 
of the Act that the zones should be 


relaxed, not only in exceptional cases, 


but in amore general manner. He wished 


| the specific grounds to be stated by the 


Commissioners in order to discourage 
any belief that the zone limits could 
be relaxed freely. He felt compelled to 
press his Amendment. 
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*TuE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord ASHBOURNE) did not think 
the words which Lord Clonbrock proposed 
to introduce would, or could, effect the 
object the noble Lord had in view. The 
word “exceptional” was, after all, vague 
and indefinite ; it had no precise meaning. 
The Estates Commissioners might declare 
that, having heard all parties interested, 
they found an exceptional case. What 
assistance would that be to his noble 
friend ? 


Lorp CLONBROCK : They would 
have to state the specific grounds. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE said they might 
possibly say that, having heard all 
the parties, and having weighed and 
balanced the evidence, they had come to 
the conclusion that it was desirable in 
that case to make an exception, and to 
deal with it outside the zones. Where 
would his noble friend be then? He 
would not have advanced a_ step 
towards obtaining the information he 
desired, and yet the Estates Commis- 
sioners would appear to have satisfied 
the terms of the noble Lord’s Amendment. 
In those circumstances, he hoped the 
Amendment would be withdrawn. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said that he was, 
of course, unable to say what the legal 
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meaning of the word ‘“ exceptional ” was, 
but he thought the terms of the Amend- 
ment would be perfectly understood by 
the general public, and would show that 
they could only hope for this exceptional 
financial treatment in exceptional circum- 
stances. 


THE Eart oF DUNRAVEN said the 
Bill was an entirely voluntary measure, 
and in theory, at least, the vendor must 
be at liberty, if he was the absolute owner 
of the property, to sell it to anyone he 
liked, or to give it away. The object of 
the limit was to prevent improvident 
sales and to protect other people inter- 
ested in the estates. Surely the Bill as 
it stood was perfectly logical, and met 
the whole case, because it said that if the 
owner proposed to sell at a price lower 
than the limit in the Bill, the Land Com- 
mission would have to satisfy themselves 
that it was not an improvident bargain, 
and that the other persons interested in 
the estate were not damaged. He thought 
it would be a great pity to disturb the 
Clause as it stood by the insertion of the 
Amendment. 


On Question 


Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 
58; Not-Contents, 59. 
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Doncaster, E. (D. Buccleuch , Ashbourne, L. 
and Queensberry.) Balfour, L. 
Durham, E. Belper, L. 
Hardwicke, E. Biddulph, L. 
Lytton, E. Burghelere, L. 
Morley, E. Congleton, L. 
Selborne, E. Davey, L. 
Spencer, E. 
Stamford, E. 
Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) | Emly, L. 





Waldegrave, E. [Teller.} Estcourt, L. 
Headley, L. 
Churchill, V. [Zedler.] James, L. 
Hampden, V. 
Mount-Ear.) 
Abinger, L. Kenyon, L. 
Allerton, L. Kintore, L. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said that con- 
siderable importance was attached to the 
next Amendment standing in his name, 
and he hoped the noble Duke would be 
able to accept it. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘ afore- 
said’ to insert the words ‘ provided that it 
any person interested in the estate makes appli- 
cation to the Land Commission in the prescribed 
manner, the order sanctioning the advance shall! 
set forth the specific grounds for dealing with 
the case under this sub-section instead of under 
the foregoing provisions of this section.’ ”— 
(Lord Clon feck. ) 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I am 
advised that the wording of this Amend- 
ment would not effect its apparent 
object. The object of the Amendment 
appears to be to provide that the Land 
Commission, where they sanction an 
udvance outside the “zones,” are to state 
their reasons for considering the price 
equitable; but the Amendment, as 
drafted, would merely require the Land 
Commission to state the reasons for 
dealing with the case under the second 
sub-section, and the reasons would, of 
course, be that the advance was not 
within the zone. Although we object 
to the Amendment from the point of 
view of drafting, we also object to it in 
substance, partly for the reason which [ 
have already stated, that in our opinion 
it would not be to the advantage but 
would be prejudicial to the interests of 
a great many of the landlords selling 
under this clause. We think that if the 
Commissioners were compelled, as the 
noble Lord desires, to state specific 
reasons for treating a sale as an excep- 
tional case, those specific reasons would 
be taken advantage of by any one who 


{6 AuGcusT 1903} 


Dawnay, L. (V. Downe.) 


De L’Isle and Dudley, L. 


Kenry, L. (Z. Dunraven and 


(E. Kintore.) 





wished to agitate in the direction of 


Land Bill. lk 


, Lawrence, L. 
| Lindley, L. 
| Ludlow, L. 
Lyveden, L. 
Monk Bretton, L. 
Monk Stephen, L. 
Powerscourt, L. (V. Powers- 
court.) 
| Ribblesdale, L. 
| Sandhurst, L. 
Saye and Sele, L. 
Stanmore, L. 
‘Tweedmouth, L. _ 
Welby, L. 
Wentworth, L. 
Windsor, L. 
Wolverton, L. 


reducing the instalments beyond the 
limits provided in the zones ; and if 
in any case any circumstances analogous 
to those which had already been decided 
by the Commissioners could be brought 
forward that would be made the ground 
for a reduction of price beyond that 
provided throughout the zone. As the 
Bill stands the Commissioners will, in 
every case, have to exercise an independ- 
ent judgment on the circumstances of 
each individual case. If, however, they 
had been compelled to fetter themselves 
by giving reasons in a previous decision 
they might find it very difficult to 
escape from giving a similar decision in 
any case brought within the purview of 
that decision. I think it would be un- 
desirable to fetter them in that way. 


Lorp CLONBROCK thought that 
every man would imagine that he had a 
right to this special treatment, and that 
the adoption of the clause as it stood 
would lead to agitation in every case, 
which was seriously to be deprecated. 
He would prefer agitation in a limited 
area rather than all over the country. 
The Amendment was one of great im- 
portance, and he could not accept as 
satisfactory the reasons given by the 
noble Duke for refusing to accept it. 


*THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE 
said the sub-section as it read only pro- 
vided that the remainder man had a 
right to be heard. He was to receive no 
grounds for the decision arrived at. If 
the Amendment was accepted, the re- 
mainder man would get some reason or 
other given in the case where he objected 
to treatment being allowed outside the 
zones. The noble Duke seemed to think 
that it would not pay the landlords as 








15 Trish 


a body to have publicity in connection 
with these cases. He thought that 
would be a very good argument if the 
noble Duke was always going to be in 
power, but there were two Parties in the 
State, and they felt very strongly that 
as the Estates Commissioners were to be 
Executive officers they ought to know 
what they were doing and the reasons 
that were actuating them in their 
decisions. They were afraid that some 
day they might get, as they had often 
had before, a Chief Secretary who was 
not only not friendly, but very unfriendly, 
to their interests, and that the Estates 
Commissioners would be encouraged to 
effect sales below the limits. For that 
reason they felt that the more publicity 
they had the better. He hoped his noble 
friend would press his Amendment to a 
division. 

*Lorp ASHBOURN E asked the noble 
Earl who had just sat down to consider 
the class of opinion he might possibly get 
if the Amendment were adopted. The 
Estates Commissioners would be told by 
the Amendment to state the specific 
grounds. They might seek to do that 
by saying that, having regard to the 
provisions of the sub-section, and having 
heard everyone who had a right to be 
heard, they had come to the conclusion 
that it was a case in which they could re- 
lax the zone limits. The Estates Com- 
missioners in the discharge of their duties 
were necessarily given the widest possible 
discretion. If the parties were clissatis- 
fied with the grounds of a decision the 
Amendment would give them no remedy. 


*THeE EarL oF DONOUGHMORE 
pointed out that as the Bill now stood 
they were not called upon to give any 
grounds for their decision at all. If they 
gave the grounds, and those grounds were 
insufficient, he wanted an opportunity of 
attackiag them in Parliament on those 
grounds. He wanted that opportunity 
of attacking them if they did not carry 
out the Act fairly. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN contended that if 
the Estates Commissioners gave a decision 
in the form suggested by the noble and 
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learned Lord the Lord Chancellor for 
Ireland, they would not be complying 
with the provisions of the Amendment, 
which required that they should set forth 
the specific grounds for dealing with the 
case under the sub-section. 


Lord MACNAGHTEN § did not 
agree with the Lord Chancellor for 
Ireland that the answer which the noble 
and learned Lord had put into the mouths 
of the Commissioners would be a good 
answer. He thought it would be an 
evasive answer. He believed that if the 
Estates Commissioners were told by Par- 
liament to give the specific grounds on 
which their decision was founded, they 
would do their best to comply with the 
direction. 


THE Duke oF MANCHESTER 
asked if it was not the case that the 


Judges of the High Court gave their 
reasons for their decisions. If it was so, 
he did not see why the Estates Commis- 
sioners should not give their reasons. 


Lorp ORANMORE and BROWNE 
said the Amendment was moved for the 
purpose of securing adherence, as far as 
possible, to the limits of the zone. 


THe Eart or ARRAN thought both 
parties had a right to know the facts on 


which the Commissioners based their 
decision. 
THE DuKe oF DEVONSHIRE: 


Before the Committee divides I should 
like to endeavour to explain a little 
more fully the grounds upon which we 
cannot accept the Amendment. My 
point is this. If the noble Lord who has 
just spoken sells an estate outside the 
zone, and the Commissioners are required 
to state the specific reasons for their 
decision, then the existence of those 
specific reasons would give a handle to 
the tenants on the neighbouring estates 
for agitating for the reduction of the 
terms in their case, though the real cir- 
cumstances of the two might be different. 


On Question, their Lordships divided : 
Contents, 64 ; Not-contents, 61. 
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THE Ear, oF DUNRAVEN explained 
that the object of the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name was to avoid throwing 
what appeared to him to be unnecessary 
work upon the Land Commission. He 
did not think their Lordships need be at 
all alarmed about the Bill operating too 
quickly, but he thought there was good 
cause for anxiety lest the wheels of the 
machinery might be ~~ by the 
amount of work placed upon the authorities 
concerned. Sub-section 2 provided for 
protecting the interests of the remainder 
man, and, of course, that was perfectly 
right ; but it appeared to him that the 
remainder man was really interested only 
in the amount of the purchase money, 
and that if the total sum of all the 
advances—i.e., the whole of the purchase 
money—when equally divided amongst 
the various holdings fell within the limits, 


he was in no way affected. Take the case 
of an estate with two tenants upon it, 
each paying the same rent, but differ- 
ently circumstanced. If both holdings 
were sold at a reduction, say, of 30 per 
cent., the transaction wvuld be sanc- 
tioned at once; but if one sold at 20 
per cent. and the other at 40 per cent. 
it could not be sanctioned. It would be 
unfortunate if on a large property the 
whole sale should be hung up indefinitely 
because the landlord found it not only 
desirable but absolutely necessary to 
make a reduction outside the limits to 
perhaps only a single tenant upon it. 
It was desirable to avoid throwing 
additional work on the Land Commission, 
and he hoped His Majesty’s Government 
would see their way to accept’ the 
Amendment. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘afore- 
said’ to insert as a new sub-section, the words 
‘1f by agreement between the owner of an estate 
and the tenants the whole number of tenants 
on any estate are willing to purchase at a sum, 
whioh in the aggregate if payable in purchase 
annuities represents a reduction of not less than 
10 nor more than 30 per cent. per annum below 
the existing rent, the Land Commission shall 
sanction the advance and shall apportion the 
amounts payable according to the terms of 
agreement between the owner and the in- 
dividual tenants.’”—(Zhe Earl of Dunraven.) 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I do 
not apprehend that this Amendment will 
in any way relieve the Estates Commis- 
sioners of any work. On the contrary, 
I am inclined to think 1t will very greatly 
increase their work. In fact, I am ad- 
vised that in its present form the proposal 
would be unworkable ; that it would be 
impossible for the Land Commission 
to apportion the amounts payable by the 
various tenants, and that litigation would 
be an inevitable result. But even if the 
Amendment could be put into a work- 
able form it would be impossible for the 
Treasury to accept it, because it would 
very seriously impair the security on 
which the advance rests The noble Earl 
has given one example. | will venture 
to give another. He has taken an estate 
where there are two tenants, and has 
pointed out what would be the result in 
that case. Jask him to consider the case 
of an estate where there may be 51 
tenants, an estate, say, of £1,000 a year 
divided between one tenancy of £500 and 
50 tenancies of £10 each. In the event 
of a reduction of 30 per cent. being made 
in the instalments of those 50 tenants, 
and a reduction of only 10 per cent. on 
the £500 tenancy, it must be evident to 
my noble friend that the security of the 
Treasury for the advance would be very 
seriously impaired. 


THE Eart oF DUNRAVEN could not 
see how his Amendment could lead to 
litigation. But, as the noble Duke had 
stated that it would seriously impair the 
security of the Treasury, he would not 
press it. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


{LORDS} 
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Clause 2. 


*THe Eart. oF WESTMEATH moved 
an Amendment to that part of the clause 
which provides that advances for pur- 
chase may be made to a person who was 
a tenant within twenty-five years of the 
passing of the Act, but who is not a 
tenant at the date of purchase. The 
noble Earl’s Amendment was in the 
nature of a proviso exempting from the 
application of the sub-section holdings 
which on Ist January, 1903, were inthe 
occupation of a tenant. He explained 
that he did not bring it forward on any 


private or personal grounds. It was an 
Amendment’ dictated by common 
honesty. Its object would, he thought, 


be evident to any one who had any 
knowledge of Irish questions. Their 
Lordships were aware that some years 
ago a land war of great violence was 
earried onin Ireland, and, unfortunately, 
a great many landlords were reduced to 
the necessity of evicting a large number 
of their tenants. He was, perhaps, not 
altogether an unsuitable person to bring 
this Amendment forward, because he had 
not had to evict a single tenant, and he 
lived on terms of perfect amity with his 
tenants. If the clause were passed with- 
out amendment, it would give an 
opportunity to the agitators to bring 
great pressure on the tenants of evicted 
holdings to surrender their holdings. 
The words he proposed to insert were not 
novel, because Sub-section 6 of Section 
47 of the Act of 1896 contained 
almost the same words. He knew an 
estate where there were fifty planter 
tenants. They got on very well with 
their neighbours, and there was no 
desire to turn them out in order to restore 
the former occupants. But the clause as 
it stood was a direct encouragement to 
pressure being put on the unfortunate 
planters, and, if it was not amended, there 
would be every inducement to get rid of 
the planter tenants in order to put back 
the original tenants who, in consequence 
of a very dishonest campaign, were 
induced to think it better to leave their 
holdings than to pay their just debts. If 
landlords had not had anyone to come 
to their rescue it would have been a very 
serious matter. The planter tenants, at 
great risk to themselves, settled in the 
places from which the previous tenants 
had been evicted, and they had proved 
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exceedingly law-abiding people. He 
confessed that he had no feeling against 
the old tenants being restored when it 
could be done without injustice to the pre- 
sent occupiers, the planter tenants. But he 
feared that there would be a great deal 
of pressure exercised by local agitators 
and by the small revolutionary bodies in 
the country which would reduce the 
planter tenants to a state of misery and 
drive them from their holdings. If Irish 
landlords turned their backs on these 
men now, after they had stood by them 
in their time of need, and left them to 
the tender mercies of their enemies, they 
would deserve worse treatment than they 
got under this Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 3, line 3, after the word ‘ person’ 
to insert the words “and provided also that 
the provisions of this paragraph shall not 
apply to any holding which, on the Ist day of 
January 1903, was in the occupation of a 
tenant. "—(The Earl of Westmeath.) 


*Lorp ARDILAUN said this was to 
Irish landlords a matter of honour, 
and he did not think if noble Lords 
who were English landlords knew 
the case they would for a moment 
refuse to support the Amendment. He 
trusted the Government would not place 
the Irish landlords in the position of 
deserting those who had stood by them 
in the days of stress and trouble, and 
who were only now reaping the benefit 
of their industry and courage. The policy 
of eviction and replanting the vacant land 
was approved of by the Government and 
the Prime Minister of the day, and the 
present Prime Minister. He thought it 
would be an extraordinary thing if the 
Government, having approved of this 
policy at the time, were to place Irish 
landlords in the position of abandoning 
their “ friendly tribes ” and leaving them 
in danger, as the English Government had 
often done by friendly tribes in India, 
on the plains of the Soudan, in South 
Africa, and lastly, the landlords of 
Ireland. 


*LorpD BARRYMORE supported the 
Amendment on the grounds of common 
honesty and morality. The evicted 
tenants question, so far as it deserved to be 
settled, had been settled long ago, and he 
regretted that the matter was dealt with 
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in this Bill. It was now brought forward 
again at the instigation of the Nationalist 
Members who, very properly from the 
Nationalist point of view, were anxious to 
do what they could to support the people 
who had got into trouble very largely 
through their fault. The tenants 
evicted at the time of the Plan of Cam- 
paign and at similar periods were only a 
small proportion of the evicted tenants in 
Ireland. But this clause applied to every 
man evicted for any reason whatever. 
The Amendment simply came to the 
support of the planters. It was said that 
the number of the evicted tenants was 
small, and that the whole question was a 
very small one. But the representatives 
of these men were appearing and would 
appear everyday. Since this Bill was intro- 
duced he had had a request from a man to 
reinstate him in a grass farm from which 
his father was evicted fifty years ago. 
These men would claim to come back to 
the holdings which were theirs or their 
fathers’. They would bring pressure to 
bear on the unfortunate men who were 
in those holdings now, and there would 
be another very serious agitation. He 
hoped their Lordships would support the 
men who had risked their lives in the 
cause of lawand order at atime when it was 
very important that law and order should 
be supported, and who were now living 
on their farms in peace and contentment. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE 
said no one sitting on the Front Govern- 
ment Bench would call in question the 
motives with which the noble Lord moved 
this Amendment. This clause permitted 
advances to be made, amongst others, to 
persons who within twenty-five years be- 
fore the passing of the Act were the tenants 
of holdings to which the Land Law Acts 
applied, and it would be idle to pretend 
that the provision was not inserted in 
the Bill for the purpose of giving a cer- 
tain amount of facility for the restoration 
of evicted tenants to the farms which they 
once held. The noble Lord who moved 
the Amendnent feared that the result 
of the presence of this provision in the 
Bill would be that pressure and intimida- 
tion would be put upon men who at 
a very critical time became the occupants 
of the evicted farms—men whom they spoke 
of for convenience as planters, and that 
the result of that pressure would be to 
induce them to abandon the holdings of 
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which they were at this moment in pos- 
session. He entirely agreed with what 
had been said by the noble Lord and by 
ahose who followed him, as to the sym- 
pathy and respect to which the planter 
tenants were entitled. They came forward 
at great personal risk at an extremely 
trying period in the history of the 
country, and took these holdings in the 
face of great and formidable opposition. 
He should be sorry to be a party to any 
arrangement which contemplated their 
abandonment or their extrusion from the 
heldings which they now occupied. He 
believed that view was universally ac- 
-cepted ; it was a policy which had been 
proclaimed by the Party opposite, and by 
the Party with which he was connected ; 
and he believed he was right in saying 
that in another place the Nationalist 
representatives of Ireland had formally 
intimated that it was their desire to 
discourage anything like the intimidation 
-or persecution of these planter tenants. 


How did the noble Lord propose to deal 
with this question ? He proposed to ear- 
mark all the farms which were in the 
occupation of tenants on January Ist of 
this year, and to say that neither now 
nor hereafter should those farms be made 
use of for the purposes in question. 
That seemed to him a very far-reaching 
remedy, and one that went beyond the 
necessities of the case. In the first place, 
their Lordships should’ remember that 
there was no provision in the Bill by 
which it was possible to get rid, as such, 
of a planter tenant. Were the planter 
tenants, who had shown themselves to be 
men of great character and resolution, 
likely to surrender their farms in order 
to make way for the representatives of 
the evicted tenants? He did not think 
that it was at all likely, and there were 
many circumstances which would assist 
them in maintaining their position. In 
the first place, a transaction of the kind 
which the noble Lord so much apprehended 
could not take place without the con- 
currence of the landlord of the estate, and 
he hoped that no Irish landlord would 
willingly lend himself to a transaction the 
obvious object of which was to bring 
about the expulsion of the planter tenant 
and the substitution of an evicted tenant 
or his representative. But that was not 
all. In all these matters the Land 
Commission had very wide and extensive 
powers. The Land Commission had the 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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power of refusing, if it thought proper, 
to define as an estate any land which for 
sufficient reasons it considered should not 
be sold under the provisions of the Bill; 
and he conceived that it would be their 
duty, in a case where notoriously there 
had been pressure or intimidation, to put 
a veto upon the transaction and not 
to allow it to proceed. The Congested 
Districts Board had somewhat similar 
powers, and, under the rules which 
governed its procedure, were able to 
refuse offers of land when it had reason 
to believe that those offers had been 
brought about by pressure or intimidation, 
But supposing, for the sake of argument, 
that the Land Commission failed to do 
what he conceived would be its duty. In 
such a case there remained the 
fact that the Estate Commissioners 
were subject to the control and 
supervision of the Irish Government, 
who would have something to say upon 
the matter. And if the Irish Government 
failed to put a check upon such proceed- 
ings he had no doubt that attention would 
be drawn to the matter in Parliament. 
Therefore he could not see that the planter 
tenants were in the insecure and _ perilous 
position which the noble Lord seemed to 
think. 


But there was another reason for 
which he should greatly regret to see this 
Amendment carried. The noble Lord who 
moved the Amendment, not in his last 
speech, but in the one which he made 
earlier in the evening, had spoken in 
somewhat humorous terms of the com- 
promise upon which this Bill was founded, 
but he trusted they would not allow 
themselves to forget that the Bill did 
represent the outcome of a compromise, 
which was not arrived at without very 
great difficulty. He should deeply regret 
to see that compromise disturbed by a 
vote in their Lordships’ house. If this 
Bill had in his eyes one recommendation 
which commended it to him more than 
another, it was this—that they saw in it 
the possibility of the restoration of lasting 
peace and goodwill between the tenants 
and landlords of Ireland. Lord Barry- 
more, who spoke with an authority second 
to none upon Irish land questions, ex- 
pressed his regret that the question of 
evicted tenants had been brought into the 
Bill at all ; but surely, if the noble Lord 
followed, as no doubt he did, the dis- 
cussions which took place elsewhere, he 
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must know that this provision which | 
contemplated the possibility of the restora- 
tion of the evicted tenants or their 
representatives, in suitable cases, to the | 
holdings they once occupied, was an 
essential element in the compromise, and 
that if that element had been excluded, 
it was possible that the Bill might not at 
this moment be upon the Table of their 
Lordships’ House. He felt as strongly as 
the noble Lord did the debt they owed to 
the planter tenants and the necessity of | 
guarding their interests, but he did not 
think that in order to do so it was necessary 
to add to the Bill the Amendment which 
the noble Lord had moved. 


THE EarL oF CREWE expressed the 
satisfaction which he and his colleagues 
on the Front Opposition Bench felt at the 
firm stand which the noble Marquess had | 
taken against the Amendment. The 
planter tenants were of two kinds. | 
There were, no doubt, some of these 
planter tenants who were genuine, reput- | 
able farmers, and it would be a monstrous 
thing if such men were likely to be 
disturbed. He did not believe that any 
attempt would be made to do so. On 
the other hand, there were a certain 
number of these planter tenants who 
were not cunbentele where they were, 
and would be ready to make way for 
those who occupied the farms in former 
times, but any transaction of that kind 
would be absolutely prevented under the 
Amendment. He had heard the word 
“revolutionary ” used, but he thought it 
was understood that a land peace now 
prevailed in Ireland. The tone of some 
of their Lordships differed from that 
which had been displayed by representa- 
tive landlords in another place, and he | 
feared that if the spirit which had now 
been displayed, were persisted in it might 
tend to make more difficult the settlement 
which it was hoped would be brought 
about by this Bill. No doubt noble 
Lords opposite were actuated by the 
highest possible motives, but in Ireland it 
would be said that there was a desire to 
pay out these evicted tenants for the 
trouble they had given in the past. 
If that was so, tren good-bye to any 
satisfactory settlement of this question. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said _ his noble 
friend had disavowed any sort of feeling 
against the former tenants. On the con- 
trary, they all had sympathy with them. | 
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They looked upon them as the unfortu- 


_nate dupes of the leaders of an illegal 


conspiracy, and they would be very glad 
to see them placed in their old positions. 
But what they did object to was that they 
should be indemnified at the expense of 
He was glad to 
hear the noble Marquess say that he 
believed the Estates Commissioners would 
be guided in any decision they gave by 


| the state of the country, and that where 
they believed any intimidation existed 


they would refuse to sanction the ad- 
But there was nothing about 
that in the Bill. If there was a provision 
of that kind in the Bill it would remove 
their objection. It had been said that 
the Bill was voluntary, but he had known 
many cases where men had given up: 
grass farms nominally voluntarily, but it 
had been the result of deputations from 
That was what 
he was afraid might happen again unless 
If any 
noble Mar- 


provision such as_ the 


-quess had hinted at could be inserted 


in the Bill, they would be relieved 
of a great deal of anxiety. He objected. 
to a compromise which involved in any. 
way the desertion of those men who 
had stood by, not only the landlords, 
but the cause of law and order in most 
perilous times. 


THE Eart or DUNRAVEN could not 
conceive that pressure would be brought 
upon planters to leave their holdings. 
The noble Marquess had explained the 
various powers which might be used in 
their protection, and he thought their 
Lordships must attach some importance 
to the fact that in the other House of 
Parliament the acknowledged leaders of. 


the Irish Parliamentary Party had given 


the most specific assurance that they had 
no desire that any planter, who had 
acquired a bond fide substantial interest 
in his holding, should be disturbed, and 
they would not under any circumstances 
sanction pressure being placed on him. 
They must, of course, take that assurance 
for what they considered it worth. He 
must say that to his mind it was worth 
a great deal. But there was another 
class of planters who might be not only 
content to leave their holdings but 
anxious to leave them, provided they 
could be given equally «ood holdings 
elsewhere, or adequate compensation in 
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money. It must be acknowledged that 
though most of the evictions had taken 
place many years ago, and although 
there had been no particular pressure 
placed upon the planters of late, still in 
a great many cases their lot was not 
altogether a happy one. Surely it would 
bea great hardship upon those who were 
willing to go, if the Land Commission 
were precluded from assisting them to 
make amicable arrangements in that 
direction. He would be the last to sup 
port any hardship being inflicted upon 
men who had, in moments of great dif- 
ficulty, taken evicted farms; but it 
would be lamentable if the happy con- 
dition of affairs that existed in Ireland 
now, and would, he hoped, continue 
when this Biil became law, was disturbed 
by keeping open a sore which was very 
small in its dimensions, but to which an 
enormous amount of sentiment attached 
in Ireland. He hoped that in these 
circumstances his noble friend would not 
press the Amendment. If he did press 
it, he would feel compelled to vote against 
it. 


Lorp ROBERTSON said this question 
was one of vital importance, and for this 
reason, that the general effect of the Bill, 
if passed, would unquestionably be to 
create in Ireland a certain dead level of 
society. It would to a large extent, 
whether they liked it or not, deplete 
ireland of certain elements which had 
largely contributed to its prosperity and 
spirit. He deprecated, and would cer- 
tainly vote against, every step in the 
Bill which increased that tendency. He 
thought it was of the greatest importance 
to Ireland that this Bill should not 
act a8 aninstrument to sweep out what 
had hitherto been the loyal element in 
Ireland, and whether in the case of 
the landlords the class be rich, or 
whether in that of the planters they be 
poor, the House ought to be careful lest 
such a result ensued. At present there 
was no protection at all, good or bad, 
for the planter class against the opera- 
tion of the Bill. The noble Marquess 
the Foreign Minister and the noble Earl 
who had just sat down, had referred in 
terms, which all would approve, to the 
present excellent spirit which, for a time 
at least, animated Irish politics, But he 


ventured to urge that this Bill ought to 
The Earl of Dunraven. 
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be one which would stand the strain and 
stress of bad weather; and they must 
make sure that should there be a sudden 
change of sentiment in Ireland, should 
turbulent spirits be abroad in stormy 
times, the Act would be strong enough 
to safeguard those interests Parliament 
was bound to protect. The present 
Government would not last for ever, 
might not last for long, and there might 
come in a Chef Secretary and a Lord 
Lieutenant under different auspices alto- 
gether. How could the working out of 
the Act in the spirit his Majesty’s pre- 
sent Government desired be guaranteed? 
There might be a weak Government 
dependent upon the Nationalist vote, 
and would not the sails of administration 
swell with the wind of national feeling ! 
The noble Marquess had referred to the 
protection which the planters had in 
the landlords and the Estates Com. 
missioners. With regard to the land. 
lords, there were in the Bill some very 
queer provisions by which individual 
landlords had the most direct inducement 
to realise and run away and care nothing 
further ; and suppose they had a weak 
and impoverished landlord and vis-v-vis 
to him a stormy Nationalist feeling, 
what could be said of the iate of the 
planter beingin the mind of the landlord 
at all when the transaction was entered 
into? As to the other protection, he 
pointed out that the Chief Secretary 
had emphasised that the Estates Com mis- 
sion would not be a judicial body which 
could stand up against the storm of 
public opinion, but it would be under 
the control of the Lord Lieutenant, 
which meant under the ccntrol of the 
Government of the day. Therefore the 
Commissioners were exposed to the 
direct current of political influence, 
which might be adverse to the interests 
of a class whom Parliament was bound 
in honour to protect. He feared that 
they were passing a measure which 
would produce a homogeneous popu- 
lation in Ireland, all of the same way of 
thinking and all of the same way of 
wishing, and whose thoughts and wishes 
would not be exactly tending towards 
the prosperity of the Empire. 


*EarLt SPENCER said that as a learned 
and able Seotsman had spoken he felt 
that perhaps he ought to say a few 





co 


pl 


di 








at 


ry 
al 
nt 
Ig 
uk 


g; 
he 
rd 
od 


ne 


at 


of 
of 
es 


1s 





29 Trish 


words on this exceedingly important 
matter. The noble and learned Lord 
had said that the Bill ought to be able 
to stand all kinds of stress and bad 
weather, but he was afraid that if the, 
noble and learned Lord’s views were 
taken, they would create bad weather | 
and storms of a very serious kind. He 
had probably had as large an experi- 
ence, in the capacity of Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, in dealing with the) 
land question in that country and its 
difficulties, as any one of their Lordships, | 
and he knew there was no difficulty so 
great as that surrounding the question 
of the evicted tenants. He sympathised 
with the planters, but to mark them 
ot for preference would be to place 
them in a very serious position indeed. 
Is was absolutely necessary to meet the 
feeling in regard to evicted tenants by 
some such conciliatory method as the 
Government had suggested. Heattached 
great importance to the dissipation of 
the ill-feeling that attached to past 
evictions. ‘There was evidence of a 
better state of feeling in Ireland, 
and he urged the House not to 
impede the growth of this better 
feeling by accepting the Amendment. 
He thought the noble Marquess the 
Foreign Minister had put the case very 
strongly. If they were to have a state of 
feeling in Ireland on the land question 
similar to that which existed time after 
time when he was there, he did not know 
what provisions would save the country 
or those implicated. The power of the 
combinations referred to was enormous, 
and nothing but the force of the law 
could restrain them. He hoped that a 
new state of feeling would now spring up, 
and, as they saw evidences of it in many 
quarters, they should not impede it by 
accepting the Amendment. 





*THe Eart oF DONOUGHMORE 
said he was sure no Irish landlord in 
their Lordships’ House disagreed with the 
concluding observations of the noble 
Earl the Leader of the Opposition. 
They were all most anxious that peace 
should reign in Ireland in the future. 
The Bill as introduced in the otner House 
did give protection to planters, but in thé 
course of events an alteration was made 
in favour of evicted tenants. It was 
provided in the Bill, as originally intro- 


duced, that an evicted tenant might be 
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given facilities for purchasing ‘‘a” hold- 
ing—that was, as he understood it, a 
vacant holding ; and he would have been 
0 to have supported that provision. 

ut in its passage through the other 


House the term “a” holding was altered 


to “that” holding, and the only holding 
the evicted tenant now had a chance of 


| getting under the provisions of the Bill 
'was the holding from 


which he was 
evicted. He hoped the House would 
support the Amendment. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN 
asked, in view of the statement by Lord 
Robertson that the Estates Commissioners 
would be dependent upon the Government 
of the day, whether or not the Commis- 
sioners would be independent judicial 
Commissioners. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE replied that it 
was not intended by the Chief Secretary 
that the Estates Commissioners should 
be a legal or judicial body, but an 
executive body in touch with and con- 
trolled by the Executive. Although, no 
doubt, very important duties and fune- 
tions were entrusted to them, it was 
intended by Mr. Wyndham in framing 
the Bill that they should look not to the 
judiciary but the Executive Government 
for the guidance and control. 


THe Eartor DUNRAVEN questioned 
the accuracy of the statement made by 
Lord Donoughmore, that the only hold- 
ings which evicted tenants would have 
an opportunity of securing would be 
holdings from which they had been 
evicted. 


*THE MARQUEsSS OF LANSDOWNE said 
the statement was incorrect. ‘the words 
in the section did not at all mean that 
the tenant could only be restored to the 
particular holding from which he had 
been evicted. 


*Tue Ear, oF DONOUGHMORE said 
he was glad to have thisassurance. He 
was not the only noble Lord who had 
been under a wrong impression. 


*THe EanLor WESTMEATH, referring 
to the observation of the noble Marquess 
the Foreign Minister that, in the event 
of pressure being: brought to bear upon 
the planters, the Estates Commissioners 
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might object to deal with the land, said! planters might be unjustly treated. Bu, 


he thought it would be hard on the 
Estates Commissioners if they had to 
hold an inquisition in every case to 
ascertain whether or not any pressure 
had been brought to bear on the tenant 
who wanted to sell. Then the noble 
Marquess said the Irish Government 
might protect the planters. He was sure 
the present Chief Secretary would give 
them every protection he could, but 
there were Chief Secretaries and Chief 
Secretaries. Then the noble Marquess 
said the House of Lords might come to 
the planters’. protection; but was it 
seriously contemplated that the House 
of Lords should occupy itself with every 
case of oppression in the West of Ireland ? 
It seemed to him that the protection 
which the noble Marquess thought was 
given was absolutely valueless. Then 
the noble Marquess said the leaders of 
the Nationalist Party had pledged their 
word that there would be no pressure. 
He did not wish to throw any doubt 
upon their word, but he did throw great 
doubt upon their ability to control their 
followers. He hoped, in insisting upon 
the Amendment, it would not be con- 
sidered that they were acting unreason- 
ably. If the Government wished to get 
on better, they should make up their 
minds to accept the Amendments, which 
were very reasonable, and not persevere 
in their present obstructive tactics. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (The Marquess of LoNDoN- 
DERRY) said that if he had not been con- 
vinced on examining the Bill that the 
position of the planters would not be 
jeopardised he would not have stood up to 
defend the clause. The noble Marquess 
who held the office of Foreign Secretary 
had justly said that this measure was the 
result of a compromise. The adminis- 
tration of the Bill could not be satisfac- 
tory unless it were cordially supported 
by all classes of the community in 
Ireland. There was a fear that the 





if their position was secure in those years 
when the Unionist Party were struggling 
with the Nationalist Party, he could not 
but think that in the present changed 
condition of affairs it was still more 
secure. As had been said, the Leader 
of the Nationalists had given a pledge 
that he would be no party to any com- 
pulsory change in the position of the 
planters. They were bound to accept 
Mr. Redmond’s assurance on this point. 
Only the other day he came across a 
speech by the Prime Minister, made 
when the Evicted Tenants Bill was passing 
through the House of Commons, in which 
Mr. Balfour said with regardtothat Bill— 

“Tt isa contribution from this House, and 


nothing else, to the war expenses of a particular 
section and of a particular party.” 


And he went on to say— 


‘* If that section or party would hold out any 
hope that we have seen an end of these things, 
and that we need never look for a repetition of 
them in the future, I for one would not look 
too closely, either to the amount of money we 
are to vote, or to the merits of those who are 
about to receive it.” 

If that was Mr. Balfour’s opinion in 
the then condition of things, he thought 
those words would cirry far greater 
weight now. He had never believed 
that the time would come when he would 
see it placed on record that the 
Nationalists desired the Irish landlords 
to remain in the country, and welcomed 
them in remaining. That was a change 
which was undoubtedly for the better, 
and about which nobody rejoiced more 
than he. He felt convinced that the 
doubts which had been entertained 
would disappear in the future, and that 
they would see in Ireland good feeling, 
not only towards landlords, but towards 
all those who had fought their battles. 
For these reasons he supported the com- 
promise which had been arrived at. 


On Question, their Lordships divided. 
Contents, 61; Not-Contents, 71. 
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Clause 3. 


*Tue Eart or DONOUGHMORE 
said this was the first clause that had 
ever been introduced into a Land Bill 
that was going to be of some material 
good to the landlord. The procedure 
was as follows: A _ landlord, whose 
demesne was mortgaged or charged with 
family charges, was able, when he sold 
his estate to the tenants, to sell his 
demesne to the Land Commission, get 
the money to pay off his charges, and 
then buy the demesne back from the 
Land Commission, borrowing the money 
irom them on the same terms as those 
on which the tenant borrowed to buy 
his holding. That was, on the surface, a 
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working of the clause was practically 
spoilt by the presence of the words— 

* And adjacent to, or in the neighbourhood 
of, the estate. 

The properties in Ireland were very 
much scattered, and it would necessarily 
follow that sales would be going on, under 
the Bill, of estates which consisted of 
parcels of land scattered all over the 
country. The result was that if the 
clause passed as it was now worded, not 
one in twenty landlords would be able 
to avail themselves of its provisions. 
There were hundreds of landlords who 
would be unable to secure this advantage 
from the Land Commission, because the 
demesne was not adjacent to, or in the 
neighbourhood of, the estate. Again, in 
the case of the owner of two estates, 
who had sold one of his estates under 
previous Purchase Acts, and the other 


B 








35 Trish 


under this Act, the clause would be of no 
use to him if that owner had, in con- 
nection with the estate he had sold under 


the previous Purchase Acts, land in his | 


possession which was either mortgaged 


or charged, and which charges he wished | 


to clear off. He did not see why a land- 
lord in that position should not receive 
the benefit of this clause. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 23, to leave out the words 
‘and adjacent to, or in the neighbourhood of 
the estate.’ ”—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: The 
Irish Government are very much in 
sympathy with the object of this and 
other Amendments which will be moved 
by the noble Earl on this clause, but I 
am afraid the arguments by which 
he has supported the Amendment 
will not commend themselves altogether 
to a very important element in the 
consideration of this question. ‘This 
clause, as the noble Earl has stated, 
extends a large pecuniary boon to many 
Irish owners, of a character which 
has never been extended to them before, 
and will involve a very considerable 
addition to the amount of the advance 
which the Treasury will have to undertake 
to make to Irish landlords. That is a 
proposal which the Treasury have been 
induced toconsent to with some reluctance, 
and I am afraid we will find a very strong 
indisposition on their part to extend it 
further. The noble Lord has told us 
that the words he proposes to strike out 
would apply this clause to many hundreds 
of cases to which it does not now apply. 
Although the Irish Government are very 
much in sympathy with the object of the 
clause, I am afraid it would be impossible 
to induce the Treasury to undertake 
liabilities so much more extensive than 
those to which they have already re- 
luctantly consented. I shall on a future 
Amendment by the noble Earl assent to 
some modification of this proposal, but I 
am afraid I could not undertake that the 
Treasury could be induced to agree to an 
extension of the clause in the direction 
he proposes. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 


{LORDS} 
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| Tue Eart or BELMORE said the 
‘object of his Amendment was to carry 
Clause 3 a little further in certain cases, 
_and he hoped the noble Duke would not 
find that the Treasury’s objections were 
so strong to it as they were to the pro- 
posal which had just been withdrawn. 
The clause as he proposed to amend it 
would provide that where the owner of 
'an estate had entered into agreements 
‘under the Land Purchase Acts for the 
_sale to persons other than the Land Com- 
mission of the estate, the Land Commission 
might purchase from him any demesne 
,or other land in his occupation and ad- 
jacent to, or in the neighbourhood of, the 
estate, at a price which, in their opinion, 
represented the selling value of that land, 
and in such case might resell the whole 
or any portion of that land to him “ or to 
a person nominated by the Land Com- 
mission as his representative ;” and that 
where any land was resold “to the owner 
or his representative as aforesaid,’ an 
advance under the Land Purchase Acts 
might be made, not exceeding in any case 
one-third of the aggregate amount of 
the purchase money of the holdings and 
other parcels of the land comprised in 
the estate, or £20,000, whichever was 
the less. The owner of a demesne 
might have no son to succeed him, 
but he might have daughters who had 
a charge upon his estate, including his 
demesne. ‘he remainder-man might 
be more or less a distant relation, 
with whom the owner was not on friendly 
terms, and he might not think it worth 
his while to repurchase his demesne 
because it would do his daughters no 
harm whatever if it went, and he might 
not care what happened. The remainder- 
man might be desirous of being put in as 
good a position as possible, but without 
this Amendment he would not get 
advantage of the loan on the very easy 
terms which the clause provided. This 
power was actually, in the Bill, given to 
the Land Commission in cases where they 
had bought the estate from the Land 
Judge through his Court, and there was 
no reason why similar power should not 
be given in cases where the Land Com- 
mission had bought direct through a 
| private vendor. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 3, line 26, after the word ‘him,’ to 
| insert the words ‘or to a person nominated by 


| the Land Commission as his representative’ ; 


| 
| 
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and in line 27, after the word ‘ resold,’ to insert | 
the words ‘to the owner or his representative | 
as aforesaid.’ ”—(The Earl of Belmore.) | 

| 

THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I 

am afraid this is not an Amendment 
which it is possible for the Irish Govern- | 
ment or the Treasury to accept. There | 
is an Amendment, ina somewhat similar | 
direction, which will shortly be moved | 
by Lord Donoughmore, which, with some 
alteration, we shall be able to accept. | 
I cannot say that I precisely understand | 
the effect of the Amendment which the | 
noble Earl has just moved, but I am 


afraid it cannot be accepted. 


*THe Eart oF BELMORE said that if | 
another Amendment was to be proposed, | 
which would achieve the same thing, he | 
would not press his Amendment. 


THE DUKE OF 
do not say the same thing, but, I believe, 
nearly. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Tue Duke or MANCHESTER said 
the sub-section which he moved to delete 
provided that— 

“In entering into agreements for the re- 
sale of any land tothe vendor of an estate, the 
Land Commission shall have regard to the 
amount of land available for the enlargement 
of holdings where they consider such enlarge- 
ment necessary.” 

Unless this sub-section was omitted, 
power would be given to the Estates 


Commissioners, when they were reselling | 


a demesne to a landlord, to withdraw any 
part or parts of that demesne which, in 
their opinion, would round off the holding 
of an adjacent tenant. 


{6 AuGusT 1903} 


;more than it actually contained. 


DEVONSHIRE: 1} 


He thought such | 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 36, leave out Sub-section 
3.” —(The Duke of Manchester.) 


*THE Marquess OF LANSDOWNE 
could not help thinking that the noble 
Lord had read into the sub-section 
He 
would like to remind him of its effect. 
Clause 3, under which demesnes could 
be bought and re-sold to theowners, was, 
by general admission, a provision of 
extraordinary liberality. That, he was 
glad to say, had been conceded by 
several noble Lords who had spoken. It 
was an arrangement financially ad- 
vantageous, and, in other ways, most con- 
venient to many owners of land in 
Ireland, and particularly to those who 
owned heavily-encumbered estates. The 
_ sub-section merely said this, that before 
| the Land Commission re-sold to the 
| owner the demesne, it was to take into 
| account the amount of land in the land- 
| lord’s occupation which might be available 
for the enlargement of holdings where 
| an enlargement was considered necessary. 
| What that meant was that if the estate 
|contained a number of uneconomic 
| holdings, holdings too small to support 
|a tenant and his family, and if those 
| holdings, by means of an addition of land, 
| could be made sufficient in size to sup- 
port a tenant, that enlargement could 
_take place by the utilisation of a part of 
|the land which was formerly in the 
| landlord's hands. That was a condition 
| attached to this extremely liberal clause, 
|}and he did not think it at all an un- 
reasonable one. He hoped the noble 
Duke would not press his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


a provision would go a good way towards | 


stultifying one of the objects of the 


Bill, which was to keep the landlords | 


in Ireland after the sales had taken 
place. 
Amendment that if the Estates Commis- 
sioners intended to use the authority 
given them under this sub-section, the 
landlord had the power in his own 
hands, and could refuse to sell unless the 
terms were such as to suit himself; but 
would it not be very likely, in that case, 
that he would be laid open to a charge 
of obstruction and of being unwilling to 
assist in the working of the Act ? 


It might be urged against his | 


*THE Eart oF BELMORE said import- 
ance was attached to the next Amend- 
ment in his name. The sub-section at 
present provided that— 


‘‘ Where any land is resold to the vendor in 
pursuance of this section the Judicial Commis- 
sioner may, if he thinks it equitable, on the 
application of any person who, at the date of 
the sale of the land to the Land Commission, 
was entitled to any estate in remainder or 

| reversion in that land, order, upon such terms 

| and conditions as he may think reasonable, 

that the land so resold shall devolve in accord 

ance with the terms of the settlement which 

| at the date of the sale to the Land Commission 
affected it.” 
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He moved to omit the words “to the 
vendor.” 
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Amendment moved— 


‘“*In page 3, line 40, to leave out the words, 
‘ to the vendor.’ (The Earl of Belmore.) 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: This 


Amendment is assented to. 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


*Tue Eart or BELMORE said his 
next Amendment was toenable the Land 
Commission to advance to a vendor 
not only enough to re-purchase his 
demesne and other lands in his hands, 
but also his mansion house, or dwelling 
house, and other buildings thereon. Mr. 
Wyndham had contended in the House 
of Commons that ‘“‘ demesne” included 
the buildings, and that the Amendment 
was unnecessary. This seemed too 
doubtful to be accepted. It had been 
laid down that the definition of demesne 
lands under the Land Code was ‘‘lands 
held by the owner with the mansion 
house” (per Sir E. Sullivan, C., in 
Griffin v. Taylor; 16 Law Reports, 
Ireland). The Settled Land Act of 1882, 
Section 15, spoke of ‘“ The principal 
mansion house on any settled land, and 
the demesnes thereof.” This seemed to 
differentiate betweenthetwo. Further, 
under Section 5 of the Land Act of 
1896, demesne lands could be unde- 
mesned, whilst the house would still 
remain a mansion house. It did not 
seem clear, therefore, that the word 
‘demesne’ necessarily included the 


{LORDS} 





mansi n house and buildings, and the | 


Amendment was therefore 
Its principle had already been accepted 
by Mr. Wyndham. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, after line 5, after the word 
‘it,’ to insert the following new sub-section- 
(5) Any advance made to 
this section for the re-purchase by him of any 
land may include the re-purchase of any 
mansion, dwelling-house, or 
thereon.’ ’”’—(The karl of Belmore.) 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE said the point | 


necessary. | 


other buildings | 


a vendor under | 


| consideration this very day, and they 
not see their way to accept it. 

| 

raised by the noble Earl was dealt with | 

in a subsequent Amendment standing | 


Land Bill. 
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Leader of the House, who proposed to 
move that the expression “demesne” 
should include any mansion-house or 
other building thereon. 


*Tue Eart oF BELMORE: Will that 
have the effect I desire ? 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: Yes, that is so 
intended. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lord DUNBOYNE explained that 
the object of his Amendment was to 
secure that the vendor should get an 
advance of one-third of the whole of the 
value of his estates whether they were 
sold at one timeor at different occasions. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 5, after the word ‘it’ to 
insert, the following new sub-section—‘ (5) In 
estimating the amount which may be advanced 
under this section for the re-purchase by the 
vendor of any demesne or other land, and any 
mansion or dwelling-house or other buildings 
thereon, the Land Commission may take into 
account the aggregate amount of the purchase- 
money of the holdings and other parcels of 
land sold by the same vendor, or by his prede- 
cessors in title, under this Act.’”—(Lord Dimn- 
boyne.) 


Lorp INCHIQUIN 
Amendment. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE said this was a 
matter which had to be dealt with from 
the Treasury point of view, and he had 
reason to know that the Treasury did not 
see their way to accede to the suggestion 
contained in the Amendment. 


*THE EARL OF DONOUGHMORE held 


that the Amendment would not involve 
the expenditure of a single extra shilling. 


Lord MACNAGHTEN took a similar 
view, and failed to see why the Amend- 
ment should not be accepted. 

THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE : The 
Treasury have had the Amendment under 
do 


supported the 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN : Perhaps they 
do not understand it. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE said the Amend- 


in the name of the noble Duke the! ment could not cast any additional burden 
The Earl of Belmore. 
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on the Treasury, because the limit of} parcels of land rounding off his estate. 


£20,000 would still exist. Moreover, 
Mr. Wyndham had stated in the House 
of Commons that a vendor might sell 


his property in various small portions | 


and re-purchase his demesne in equally 
small portions. Therefore the Amend- 
ment placed no additional burden on the 
Treasury. 


THe Duke or ABERCORN ssug- 
gested the withdrawal of the Amend- 
ment until the Report stage, so as to 


give the Treasury time to reconsider it. | 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I 
will endeavour to ascertain a little more 
accurately what the point of view of the 
Treasury is. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 5, after the word ‘it,’ to 
jnsert the following new sub-section : ‘ (5) If 
the owner of any demesne, or other land or 
premises in his occupation, sold to the Land 
Commission under this section, does not re- 
purchase the same within the prescribed time, 
the Land Commission may sell the same to 
any persons entitled to the estate sold under 
any settlement thereof, according as they may 
be successively entitled thereto under such 
settlement.’”—(Zhe Earl of Donoughmore.) 


THe DukE oF DEVONSHIRE: I 
am advised that the sale ought to be, 
not to the remainder-man himself but 
to the trustees, and I would suggest the 
following modification— 

‘* (5) [f the owner of any demesne, or other 
land subject to settlement and sold to the 
Land Commission, does not repurchase the 
same within the prescribed time, the Land 
Commission may make an advance under this 
section to the trustees of the settlement, and 
in such case the land resold shall be held 
subject to the trusts of the settlement.” 


*THE EarL oF DONOUGHMORE 
accepted the Amendment. 


On Question, sub-section, as amended, 
agreed to. 


Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN said the object of | 
the new clause which he proposed to 
move was to enable a landlord to borrow | 
money for the purpose of poemating | 


‘It might be argued that as the land- 
‘lord was selling his property he would 
_have plenty of cash to purchase this 
land himself, but he pointed out that 
the purchase money would in most 
cases remain in trust, and the landlord 
was not able to invest it in the purchase 
of tenant-rights on his own property. 
The great point to his mind was the one 
which would affect almost every estate in 
|Ireland. It was that there were always 
to be found corners of land cutting into 
a demesne, and it was only right that 
power should be given to the owners to 
obtain such portions of land which would 
be of great importance to their estates. 
He begged to move to insert in the Bill 
the following new clause— 


Amendment moved, “To insert the 
following new clause.” 


‘‘ Where the tenant of a holding desires to 
sell his interest in the whole or any part 
thereof, and the landlord desires to purchase 
the same, the Land Commission may advance 
to the landlord the purchase money thereof 
on the same terms as to amount and repay- 
ment as are provided in this Act respecting 
advances to tenants for the purchase of their 
holdings.” —(Lord Inchiquin. ) 


THE Ear OF CREWE said he wished 
to say a word or two in support, to a 
limited extent, of the Motion. They all 
agreed that the retention of their de 
mesnes by the landlords in Ireland was 
one of the most desirable objects this 
Bill intended to promote. If that could 
be done more agreeably and amicably 
by the insertion of some words like 
those proposed, it would be an exceed- 
ingly desirable thing. On the other 
hand, he thought the wording of the 
Amendment was rather wide, and if 
the noble Lord would insert some words 
to limit the Amendment to the object 
which he had particularly in view—viz.. 
the rounding off of demesnes, he should 
certainly press the Government to 
accept it. But, as the Amendment 
| stood, there was nothing to prevent the 
landlord buying anywhere all over his 


estate, and that seemed a very wide 


power to give. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said in the Act 
of 1896 a similar clause was brought in, 
dealing with the purchase of small 
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holdings in the vicinity of, or adjacent 
to, the demesnes. It was then agreed 
that a portion of the guarantee deposit 
should be invested in the purchase of 
those small holdings if found to be 
necessary. They could not lay sufficient 
stress on the value of the Amendment. 
If the Government really meant what 
they said, and desired to keep the 
landlords in the country after they had 
sold the larger portions of their estates, 
it would be a wise policy, although with 
little expense to the Treasury, to assist 
them to purchase the holdings adjacent 
to their demesnes. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 

quite enter into the feelings of the noble 
Lords who desire to round off their 
demesnes. It is not in Ireland alone 
that people desire to add to their posses- 
sions in this manner. The Amend- 
ment, however, as it now _ stands, 
goes far beyond that, because it enables 
the landlord to purchase any holding 
from his tenants, no matter where 
situate, and to receive for the purpose 
advances from the Land Commission. 
We could not possibly consent to so 
large a widening of the scope of the Bill. 
Although the noble Duke took us good- 
humouredly to task for subservience to 
the Treasury in this matter. we have to 
bear in mind that this Bill is founded 
upon considerable concessions on the 
part of the Treasury, and it is not reason- 
able to expect them to add largely to the 
extent of those concessions. I would 
point out that it is not for the purpose 
of enabling Irish landowners to add to 
the land in their occupation that the 
Bill was framed, and that any attempt 
to do so would certainly be foreign to 
the general purpose and scope of the 
measure. The purpose of the Bill is to 
convert the tenants of Irish land into 
owners thereof, but the clause would 
effect an entirely different purpose. 
Therefore as the Amendment stands we 
certainly cannot regard it with javour, 
and I am moreover advised that under 
(lause 2 of the Bill there are already 
given facilities for the exchange and re- 
arrangement of parcels of land which 
will enable vendors to bring about the 
kind consolidation which the supporters 
of the Amendment so much desire. 


Lord Castletown. 


{LORDS} 
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*EarL SPENCER: I think that 
our experience of last year has taught 
us new lessons with regard to the point 
that lam going toraise. Is not this a 
question which comes under the head of 
privilege? It will be a considerable in- 
crease in the money advanced by the 
Treasury, and it may lead to a consider- 
able difficulty. Last year there were 
extraordinary questions of _ privilege 
raised in connection with the Education 
Act, and this may come in the same sort 
of category. Does not this Amendment 
come within that class of proposal? [ 
have considerable sympathy with the 
Amendment as proposed, but it strikes 
me that it may be a question of privilege. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Pro- 
bably the noble Earl is right, and 
although there is no reason why we should 
not occupy ourselves in consideration of 
the points, it is doubtful whether the 
other House would take any notice of 
them if sent there. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE said it seemed to 
him that land must be very depreciated 
in value if the fee-simple was worth less 
than the tenant-right. 


*THeE Eart or DONOUGHMORE 
said he wished to point out, with great 
deference, that with regard to the principle 
of this Amendment it would not cost 
the Treasury another shilling if it were to 
be passed. They would simply have to 
lend a little more, but it would be nothing 
out of their pockets, because the bonus 
given under the Bill did not apply to 
any case coming under Clause 3. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN asked if the 
Government could see their way to accept 
the clause if it were to be amended and 
brought in at a later stage. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: It appears to 
me that this Amendment would entirely 
upset the scheme and intention of the 
Land Purchase Code which was based 
on the intention of creating occupying 
owners. You will not find anything in 
the Bill which enables the landlord to 
buy more land. 


*THE EARL OF 
said there was a clause in the Act of 1881 


DONOUGHMORE. 
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which gave the landlords power to buy 
the interests of the tenants’ holding, and 
this Amendment merely suggests you 
should lend him the money. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE replied that 
pre-emption was another matter, and was 
put in the Bill for another purpose. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
doubt whether the question could be con- 
sidered in any form. Certainly there is 
intended to establish a 


Bill was not 
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| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


question of authorising the Treasury to | 
advance money to purchase anything but | 


the fee on the property. The idea of 
purchasing the interest of the tenant is ab- 
solutely alien to the principle of the Bill. 
One noble Lord said it would not cost the 
Treasury anything. It may not cost 
anything directly out of their pocket, but 
all these proposals add to the amount 
which the Treasury has to find, and is 
required to lend. That is a matter on 
which the’ Treasury is entitled to have 
a voice, because the larger the loan which 
the Treasury is called upon to issue 
the more serious matter does it become 
for them to deal with. It follows, there- 
fore, that the Treasury are distinctly 
interested in anything which increases 
the amount of advance they are called 
upon to make. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
said he thought words ought to be 
introduced into the clause in order to 
protect the remainder-man. Those 
tenants could only be dealt with outside 
the zone, and the remainder-man ought 
to be put into the clause. He would 
ask the Government to consider the 
question. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE said his noble 
friend would observe that even in this 
Clause 5 they had to be satisfied with 
the security, and that the agreed 
price was equitable. That would 
indicate that everything was taken into 
account. He would, however, consider 
the matter before the Report stage. 


i 1S | necessary 
noquestion so far as I am aware, that this | 
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Clause 5 agreed to. 


Clause 6. 


Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE 
said he hoped the noble Duke would see 
his way to accept the next Amendment, 
which was only intended to make clearer 
what was the intention of the Govern- 
ment on this clause. As Sub-sections 
4 and 5 now stood, two things were 
to constitute a congested 
estate, and if both those conditions were 
carried out the Land Commission might 
purchase the estate at a higher price. 
His object was that no estate should be 
declared to be a congested estate unless 
the owner had applied to the Land 
Commission that this should be done. 
He might be told that it was no hardship 


| to the landlord to have his estate made a 


congested estate, and that, on the contrary, 
it made it rather better, as a better price 
would be obtained. He thought, how- 
ever, that noble Lords would agree 
that the mere fact of an estate being 
made a congested estate, placed it in 
a lower class, and, possibly, the initial 
value placed upon it by the Commission 
would be less than if it were an ordinary 
estate. That would not be counter- 
balanced by any condition made by 


Sub-clause 4 under the Bill. What 
he desired to make quite plain 
was that the owner must apply 


to have his estate made a congested estate, 
and not until that had been done must 
the Land Commission certify to the Lord 
Lieutenant that it was so. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 5, to leave out Sub-sections 4 and 5 
and insert the words: ‘(4) Where the owner of 
anestate makes an application in the prescribed 
manner under this clause, the Land Commis- 
sion may certify to the Lord Lieutenant that 
the purchase and re-sale of the estate are de- 
sirable, in view of the wants and circumstances 
of the tenants, then such an estate shall be 
considered a ‘ congested estate,’ and thereupon 
the Land Commission may purchase the estate 
fora price to be agreed upon, and, in such case, 
the condition in this section as to re-sale 
without prospect of loss may be relaxed to 
such an extent as the Lord Lieutenant may 
determine. Provided always that no estate 
shall be deemed to be a ‘congested estate,’ 
unless half the area thereof consists of holdings 
not exceeding £5 in rateable value, or 
of mountain or bog land, or not less than a 
quarter of the area of which is held in rundale, 
or intermixed plots.’ ”— (Lord Oranmore and 
Browne.) 
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*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I do not know whether I entirely follow 
the argument of the noble Lord. I do 
1ot understand whether he is dissatisfied 
with the clause as it stands. This is a 


clause which deals with sale and purchase | 


without reference to the zones. The 
landlord under this clause goes and 
offers his estate to the Land Com- 
mission, who make inquiry and 
satisfy themselves that three-fourths of 
the tenantsare ready to buy. They then 
take the estate off the landlord’s hands and 
proceed to re-sell it. Then the clause 
yoes on to say that in certain cases the 
Land Commission may buy and re-sell at a 
loss to the Exchequer. That is another 
instance of the liberal manner in 
which the Treasury has dealt with this 
Bill. It is, however, iaid down that these 
sales at a loss are only to take place 
where the estate is a congested estate— 
that is to say, where it falls within the 
definition contained in Sub-section 5 of 
the clause. That seems to be a most 
reasonable arrangement. I gather that 
the noble Lord who moved the Amend- 
ment desires that none of these things 
shall take place except with the knowledge 
and concurrence of the owner of the estate. 
3ut the whole clause, as I understand 
it, is covered by the words of Sub-section 
1, and the whole machinery is, in fact, set 
in motion by the landlord. 


Lorp ORANMORE ann BROWNE 
said that although the explanation of the 
noble Marquess was satisfactory, it seemed 
rather doubtful whether the opening 
words of Sub-section 1 covered Sub-sec- 
tions 4 and 5. He thought his Amend- 
ment made it clearer, but if there was no 
doubt about it he would withdraw the 
Amendment. 


THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I can promise the noble Lord that the 
siggestion shall be examined, but I cannot 
pledge myself as to the result of the 
examination. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 6 agreed to. 


Clause 7. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE said he hoped that 
the Amendment which he had to move 
Lord 


would commend itself to the 
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Chancellor of Ireland. It was purely a 
legal point, and many noble Lords were 
doubtless unacquainted with the pro- 
| visions of Section 40 of the Act of 1896. 
The effect of this clause would be to 
enable the Estates Commissioners to force 
the Land Judges to sell estates lying 
unsold in their Court. The number of 
' such estates was very large, and the Land 
Judges refused to sell under an artificially 
depreciated state of the land market in 
Ireland. His Amendment proposed that 
the powers of Clause 7 of this Act should 
only be put into operation in such cases 
as were within Section 40 of the Act 
of 1896. To bring that section into 
effect it was necessary either (1) for an 
absolute order for sale to be made by the 
Judge, (2) for a Receiver to be appointed, 
or (3) for the estate to be insolvent. The 
object of the Amendment was that Section 
40 of the Act of 1896 should apply to 
these estates, and would, in fact, limit it to 
insolvent estates. 


Amendment moved — 

“In page 5, line 21, atter ‘1858’ to insert 
the words, ‘and to which the provisions of 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896 apply.’ °—(Lord 
Dunboyne.) 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: I do not know 
what useful purpose my noble friend 
thinks would be served here. I should 
think it might create danger to solvent 
owners. Why should words be introduced 
here which might practically have that 
effect ? 


Lorp DUNBOYNE said the effect of 
Clause 7 as it stood was that the Estates 
Commissioners could force the Land 
Judges to sell any or all estates now in 
their Court for sale, without consideration 
whether the properties were solvent or 
insolvent. He wanted to restrict that 
power to insolvent estates. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: I will look into 
what has been said by the noble Lord, 
but I must say that it will come with 
| extreme surprise if there is any founda- 
tion for the dangers that have been 
suggested. I believe the effect of 
introducing these words might be to 
_ confine the operation of the section purely 
| to insolvent estates, and the effect of that 
might be to prevent the most potent 
buyer in the land market in Ireland in the 
future from coming in and bidding for the 
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solvent estates. I am sure that those 
concerned in the administration of that 


Court would be surprised at, and would | 


not concur with, the view suggested by 
the noble Lord. I will, however, consider 
the matter carefully before the Report 
stage. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN §ssaid some 
estates were brought in under Section 40 
with a view to the collection of rents, and 
in some cases those estates had become 
solvent estates. It would be very unfair 
if those solvent estates were brought in, 
and thus were unable to get the bonus. 


*LorD ASHBOURNE said Judge Ross 
had applied himself steadily to the idea of 
preventing people in Ireland under the 
zgis of his Court from regarding it as a 
mere rent-collecting body. He would 
consider the subject. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lord CLONBROCK said he wished 
to move an Amendment which would 
enable the vendor to know the amount of 
the purchase money and the amount 
of the arrears. At present the two sums 
were lumped together, and it surely was 
desirable for the vendor to know the 
amount of arrears charged for. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 5, line 37, after the word ‘ offer’ to 
insert the words ‘ and the amount of purchase 
money therefor.’ In line 39, after the word 
‘Commission’ to insert the words ‘and the 
amount of — money therefor.’ In line 
4), after the first word ‘the’ to insert the 
word ‘total.’ ”—(Lord Clonbrock.) 


THe DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: Those 
who have drafted this Bill are of opinion 
that these particulars would not be of any 
benefit to the owner, or to anyone else. 
All particulars that were thought neces- 
sary have been drafted in the clause, and 
it is not considered that there would be 
any advantage in adding the words 
suggested. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said the tenant 
for life would know exactly what he was 
selling, and the remainder-man would 
be able to know what he was to receive 
as his inheritance. Unless the Amendment 
Was accepted there would be continuous 
actions between the remainder-man and 
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the tenant for life in order to settle 


the question. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
cannot undertake to accept it. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clauses 7 to 10 agreed to. 
Clause 11. 


THe DuKE oF ABERCORN said the 
clause as it now stood would abolish 
guarantee deposits entirely. In all these 
cases the Land Commission was bound to 
sanction advances, but in other cases it 
would be desirable to leave the Land 
Commission discretionary power to re- 
serve the guarantee deposits, otherwise 
they might refuse to sanction as large a 
price as they would pass had they the 
power to reserve deposits, and thus the 
sales would be seriously affected. The 
Amendment would not only help sales, 
but it was in the interests both of the 
Government and of the Bill, and he 
trusted that the noble Duke would 
accept it. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 7, line 16, to leave out the words 
‘the foregoing provisions’ and insert the words 
‘Sub-section 1 of Section 1.’”—(The Duke of 
Abercorn.) 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: On 
former occasions landlords frequently 
made complaints about guarantee deposits. 
The provisions of this Bill have enabled 
guarantee deposits to be dispensed with. 
It was intended to provide security for 
the advance, but in this Bill other securi- 
ties, which are considered sutticient, have 
been taken, and it is now considered that 
the guarantee deposit is no longer required 
in any case. The only object of this 
Amendment would be to enable a larger 
price to be obtained for the estate than 
that which would otherwise be given. 
The Amendment would probably be 
strongly resisted in the House of Com- 
mons by representatives of the tenants 
on that ground, and would be by them 
regarded as being, to a certain extent, a 
breach of compromise. I do not think 
that any suggestion to this effect was made 


in the other House, and certainly the 
reasons which have been advanced by the 
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noble Duke in bringing it forward, are | 
not sufficient to induce us to think that | 
the Bill ought to be altered. 





THE Duke or ABERCORN said if the 
noble Duke said it would cause a breach 
of the compromise, and would lead to 
further discussion, he was willing to with- 
draw it, but he was bound to say that he 
thought the Amendment was a very 
simple one, and could have been accepted 
hy the Government without detriment to 
the well-being of the Bill. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I do 
not think if we sent this Amendment 
back to the other House on the ground 
that it would enable the landlords to get 
a better price from the tenants, it would 
commend itself to the approval of the 
other House. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


| What did that mean ? 


Clause 11 agreed to. 
Clause 12. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON ! 
said he had given notice of an Amend. 
ment to carry out the intention of both 
the Government and the leaders of the 
Nationalist Party, but he did not intend 
to press it then, as some of his friends 
were not certain that it would carry out 
the desired object. He hoped that at a_ 
later stage of the Bill something would 
be produced to safeguard the interests of 
those men who had shown themselves , 
loyal and law-abiding citizens. They 
knew by past experience that although 
Parliament might mean one thing, unless 
its opinion was expressed in some printed 
document the exact opposite might be 
carried out, and he wanted it made 
perfectly clear that the interests of these 
loyal men would be safeguarded, In 
the meanwhile, he would withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Clause 12 agreed to, 
Clause 13. 


*THE EARL OF DONOUGHMORE said 
the Amendment he desired to move was 


considered as very important over the 
The Duke of Devonshire. | 


Trish {LORDS} 


the Bill. 
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whole of Ireland. He spoke at some 
length upon the subject on the Second 


_ Reading, but the superior attractions of the 


dinner hour proved too strong for his 


‘noble friends, and he was afraid that he 
' would now have to repeat the remarks he 


then made. They thought that the con- 
dition of sporting rights, as delineated in 
this clause, was extremely unsatisfactory. 
The object of the Amendment moved in 
another place was to continue the position 
of sporting rights, as it was under the 
past Purchase Acts, but he hoped to show 
that it did nothing of the kind. It 
instituted a very, very unfair possibility 
to the landlord, for the reason that under 
previous Purchase Acts it had nearly 
always happened that the sporting rights 
had been retained with the landlord, and 
there was no question whatever on the 
tenant’s part as tothe retention. As 
the clause was worded at present, it said 
that the exclusive sporting rights of the 
landlord might be reserved to him or 
might be transferred to the tenant. 
It meant that 
when the landlord went to arrange a 
price with the tenant the latter would 
naturally, as the clause gave him the 
power to do, cause the sporting rights to 
enter into the bargain and say, “If youhave 
them you must give me consideration for 
them.” That was an entirely new prin- 


ciple to insert in the Bill, and he claimed 


that it was a very unfair one. But there 
was more than that. This clause was 
introduced in another place, drafted by 
the Solicitor-General of England, and 
he was sorry to say that the wording 
of the clause only illustrated once more 
the fact that, although they had one 
or two notable exceptions in the House, 
when a learned lawyer descended into the 
field of sport, he got hopelessly out of his 
depth. The clause dealt only with the 
vendors’ sporting rights, but there were 
separate sorts of sporting rights in Ireland, 
and the other two were absolutely 
neglected by this Bill. The first sort was 
the one dealt with in the Bill, i¢., the 
vendors’ exclusive sporting rights; the 
second was the concurrent rights which 
were shared by the landlord and the 
tenant, and the third were the tenants’ 
exclusive sporting rights, which were 
found in some parts of the country, 
and which ought to be dealt with under 
The Amendment which he 
begged to submit dealt with all those 
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The first sub-section said :— 


‘‘ Where any land jis sold under the Land 
Purchase Acts, all sporting rights shall, after 
the sale, in default of any agreement to the 
contrary, and subject to the subsequent pro- 
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rights, and he asked them to look at it., He 


visions of this Act, remain vested in the persons | 
in whom the same were vested in like manner | 


as the same were held immediately prior to the 
sale of the said land, and for the same interests, 
but subject to the provisions of the Ground 
Game Act, 1880. 


He claimed that that sub-section abso- | 


lutely carried on the status quo, which 
was the object of the Government in this 
Bill. The second sub-section provided 
that— 


“ The tenant shall be at liberty, at the time 
of the sale of the land, to transfer to the 
vendor, by agreement, by such rights as shall 
be at that date vested in him, upon any such 
terms as may be agreed upon.” 


Whilst the third sub-section set forth 
that— 


‘Tn default of any such agreement between 
the tenant and the vendor, all sporting rights, 
save those already vested in the vendor, shall 
go to and be vested in the Land Commission, 
and the Land Commission shall offer the same 
for sale or letting in the first place to the vendor 
of the estate, and in case the vendor shall refuse 
to purchase same, then the Land Commission 
may deal with same as they may think fit.” 


It might be objected that by the last 
words of the third sub-section the sporting 
rights were taken away from the tenant 
and given to the landlord, and there was 
to be no payment whatever, but he would 
point out that under the Act of 1881 the 
exclusive sporting rights of the tenant 
were of very, very little value. Under 
the present state of the law, if the landlord 
had not reserved his rights the operation 
of the Land Acts came in. The tenant 
served notice on the landlord that he 
intended to apply to the Court to have a 
fair rent fixed. By that step the landlord 
at once received a concurrent right with 
the tenant in the sporting rights in that 
holding, and when the fair rent was fixed 
by the Land Commission that Commission 
had no option whatever, if the landlord 
pleased, but to give him the exclusive 
sporting rights. Therefore he claimed 
that the tenant’s exclusive sporting rights, 
where they existed, were of very little 
value, because they might be taken away 
without compensation at the end of fifteen 
years. 


Lavd Pill. D4 


would strongly press another 
point. It was to the interests of the whole 
country that the landlord should keep 
these sporting rights for various reasons. 
It was admitted that the Government 
wanted the landlords to stay in Ireland. 
If they wanted them to do that they must 
give them an interest in the country, and 
_8o far as he could see the only interest they 
would have was the interest in these sport- 
ing rights. In his own case he was most 
anxious to keep them. Further, it was 
necessary to have a spending class in the 
country, and as the landlords were a 
spending class the Government ought to 
try and keep them in the country. He 
would next urge that these sporting rights, 
when properly looked after, brought 
money into the country. The landlords 
let their houses as hunting boxes; they 
let their fishing and their shooting. But 
it was not only the landlord who benefited 
by the foreigner coming into the country 
to spend his money ; every class of the 
community benefited. The local shop- 
keepers and the car-drivers derived a 
benefit ; the tenants benefited by selling 
their horses to rich visitors, and in 
fact every class in Ireland benefited 
by the advent of the rich foreigner. 
The sporting rights must be kept 
in the country, and the landlord class 
were the proper people to keep them 
up. They were the only people with the 
knowledge, because they had kept them 
up for years. They were the only people 
with an organisation, the only people 
with keepers, and the only people with 
watchers ; and experience proved that, if 
the sporting rights were taken away from. 
the landlords, sport would disappear from: 
the country. In Ireland they had a body 
called the Game Protection Association, 
the president of which was a distinguisheL 
Member of their Lordships’ House, and to: 
which they all subscribed. He had an 
extract from a memorandum which they 
published, which was as follows :— 

“The almost universal experience of the 
members of the association has been that where 
the game rights have been vested in the tenants 
ina sale of their farms under the existing 
Land Acts, such game tights are utterly 
neglected, and the game rapidly exterminated. 
For years past the association has been endea- 
vouring to make the tenants realise the money 
loss which they were suffering by their foolish. 
acts in this respect, but with smali success.” 
That extract entireiy agreed with his own 
experience on the subject. He knew 


parts of the country in his own district 
| 
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where tenants had acquired sporting rights | of this Act, remain vested in the persons in 


and there was no game left. Among the 
sporting rights were those of hunting, 
and he presumed that meant the right of 
fox hunting. Unless these rights were 
preserved to the landlord, who would look 
after the fox covers? On fox hunting 
depended the horse-breeding industry, 
which was the one prominent industry 
remaining in the country. The tenant 
had no time to look after fox covers, and 
if they went, fox hunting would go, horse 
breeding would follow, and the only thing 
that kept the country above water would 
be utterly wasted. Then with regard to 


whom the same were vested in like manner 
as the same were held immediately prior to the 
sale of the said land, and for the same _ inter- 
ests, but subject to the provisions of the 
Ground Game Act, 1880. (2.) The tenant 
shall be at liberty, at the time of the sale of 


| the land, to transfer to the vendor, by agree- 
| ment, any such rights as shall be at that date 


vested in him, upon any such terms as may be 
agreed upon. (3.) In default of any such 
agreement between the tenant and the vendor, 
all sporting rights, save those already vested 
in the vendor, shall go to and be vested in the 
Land Commission, and the Land Commission 
shall offer the same for sale or letting in the 
first place to the vendor of the estate; and in 


' case the vendor shall refuse to purchase same, 


maintaining the streams, the landlord had | 


watchers to prevent poaching, but if the 
waters were handed over to the tenant 
nothing at all would be done. The salmon- 
fishing, if handed over to the tenant, who 
cared nothing for it, would disappear. 

Then with regard to the other Sub- 
section, which was— 


“Where a sale has taken place under the 
Land Purchase Acts of holdings or an estate, 


and the purchase agreement provides that the | 


sporting rights shall belong to the vendor, or 
where the sporting rights vest in the Land 
Commission under this Act, there shall be 
‘vested in the vendor or the Land Commission, 
and their respective successors and assigns, 
the rights of sporting upon and over such 
holdings or estate, together with the right to 
enter on said lands, to take all necessary steps 
for the due preservation of game and fish 
thereon, and to prosecute trespassers in pursuit 
of game or fish thereon, as fully and effectually 
as if they were the legal occupier of the land. 
and for all such purposes they shall be deemed 
to be such oceupier.” 


He was advised that the present law was 
based entirely on the relationship between 
landlord and tenant. The Bill was to 
destroy that right, and without that section 
they would have no right whatever to 
prosecute. It was a very important 
subject, and he sincerely hoped that the 
Government would be able to deal with 
his Amendment, which was not moved 
in any spirit of emnity but merely 
because they were advised that it was the 
only satisfactory way of carrying out 
what they believed would conduce to the 
good future of Ireland. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment moved — 


«In page 8, to leave out Sub-section 1 and 
insert the following new sub-sections: ‘ (1.) 
Where any land is sold under the Land Pur- 
chase Acts, all sporting rights shall, after the 
sale, in default of any agreement to the con- 
trary, and subject to the subsequent provisions 


The Earl of Dunoughmore. 


then the Land Commission may deal with sane 
as they may think fit. (4.) Where a sale 
has taken place under the Land Purchase 
Acts of holdings or an estate, and the 
purchase gern provides that the sporting 
rights shall belong to the vendor, or where 
the sporting rights vest in the Land Commission 
under this Act, there shall be vested in the 
vendor or the Land Commissioa, and their 
respective successors and assigns, the right [of 
sporting upon and over such holdings or estate 
together with the right to enter on said lands 
to take all necessary steps for the due preser- 
vation of game and fish thereon, and] to prose- 
cute trespassers in pursuit of game or fish 
thereon, as fully and effectually as if they 
were the legal occupier of the land, and for all 
such purposes they shall be deemed to be 
such occupier.’”— (The Earl of Donoughmore. ) 


THE EArt or DUNRAVEN said it 
was extremely desirable that the landlord 
should retain the sporting rights. By an 
exodus of the landlords £2,000,000 
or £3,000,000 would be withdrawn 
from Ireland, and that would be almost 
a catastrophe to the country, which 
was a poor one. And it would fall most 
heavily on the most deserving classes, the 
labourers and small shopkeepers. If for 
no other reason than that, it was highly 
desirable that the best possible induce- 
ments should be given to the landlords to 
remain in the country, and the enjoyment 
of the sporting rights would be the chief 
inducement for them to remain. It was 
a very difficult subject to deal with, and 
he frankly admitted that he did not like 
thenoble Duke’s Amendment northatof the 
Duke of Manchester’s, nor his own, though 
he liked his own the best of the three. 
There were some tenants—the now judicial 
tenants,forinstance—who had the exclusive 


right of game, and he did not see how that 


exclusive right could be taken from them 
without some kind of compensation being 
given, even if it was only a nominal com- 
pensation. He did not see in the Bill 
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that the Land Commission had any | 


power to purchase the sporting rights from 
those tenants who had the exclusive right 
of game. In his opinion there were some 
points to be considered with regard to the 
sporting rights in order that an ideal 
clause might be made to deal with them. 
First of all there should be no sort of 
compulsion or constraint put on the pur- 
chasers to give a rightin perpetuity to a 
person to walk about their property, and 
to give the right not only to him, but to 
his gamekeepers, servants and so on. 
Secondly, the sporting rights should be 
retained wherever practicable, and where 
they were not retained it did not appear 
to him that the Land Commissioners were 
the best bod, to hold them. He did not 
see what the Land Commissioners were to 
do with them. 


A Noster LORD: Let them. 


THE Eart or DUNRAVEN: If, as the 
noble Lord said, the Land Commissioners 
were to let them, then who was to have 
the money ? 
were not retained they should be trans- 
ferred to the local authorities. If the 
County Councils could let them it would 
he obviously to the advantage of the small 
tenants to look after the game and 
preserve it, because whatever rent it 
fetched would go in the relief of rates, 
and that in itself would be a distinet 
advantage and an agreeable inducement 
to the tenants to see that the game was 
preserved and that the property was not 
poached, and so on. Then there came 
what to him appeared to be a much more 
important matter than the shooting rights, 
and that was the fishing rights, because 
the enormous industry of [reland—he did 
not allude to angling, but the great salmon 
fisheries in the estuary of the Shannon 
and in other large rivers of Ireland— 
depended, as their Lordships knew perfectly 
well, upon the strict preservation of the 
upper waters of the river, and if the 
upper waters were in the hands of small 
proprietors they would have no object in 
preserving the waters and would not 
preserve them, nor, did he imagine, would 
the Land Commission or the County 
Councils, because the County Councils in 
possession of the upper waters of the 
Shannon and its tributaries had no interest 
in the main industry of the estuary of the 
Shannon. Therefore, in his opinion, 


{6 AuGusT 1903} 


He thought that if they’ 


Land Bill, 58 


where the fishing rights were not reserved 
to the landlord they should be transferred 
to a public board which would look after 
them. That board, he proposed, should 
be the Board of Agriculture. Those 


appeared to him to be the four matters it 


was requisite to consider in dealing with 
this subject : That the fishing not reserved 
should go to the Board of Agriculture ; 
that the shooting not reserved should go 
to local authorities ; that the landlords 
should be enabled to reserve their rights 
by agreement, and should be encouraged 
to do so as much as possible ; and that there 
should be no xind of constraint put upon 
the purchasing tenants to give a right in 
perpetuity to anybody to have access for 
sporting purposes to their land. He did 
not pretend to say that his Amendment 
met all the cases he had endeavoured to 
meet, especially in regard to the point of 
the County Councils and the Board of 


. Agriculture, but the matter was a very 


complicated and difficult one, and he was 
rather in hopes that the Government might 
perhaps be able to advise the House on 
the matter, and probably draw up some 
more satisfactory words. 


*Lorp MASSY said their object in 
trying to protect the game was to try and 
induce British sportsmen to come over to 
Ireland, where they would have something 
to shoot, and spend their money in the 
country. To attain that object they 
thought the best thing would be, where 
an estate was sold under this Bill, not to 
hand over the sporting rights to the 
tenants, who would have, perhaps, neither 
the power nor the inclination to preserve 
the game on their holdings, many of which 
would be so ridiculously small that they 
could not preserve the game, but to vest 
the sporting rights in the Land Com- 
mission ; to give the vendor the primary 
right to buy the rights if he wished, but 
if he did not wish to do so the Land 
Commission should dispose of them as 
they thought fit. It was perfectly 
manifest that if these rights were not put 
into the hands of some responsible 
party such as the Land Commission 
or the vendors, that in a few years 
there would not be a head of game 
in the country to preserve, and any idea 
of the British sportsman going over to 
Ireland to shoot game and spend his 
money would be hupeless, and the rate- 


‘able asset—namely, the money which he 
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would leave behind—would be lost to the 


{LORDS} 


country. He disagreed with the noble | 
Lord as to the County Council being the | 


proper party in whom to vest the game. 
He thought the Land Commission, or 
the vendor was the right person. 
had been held out all through this Bill 
was that, as an encouragement to the 
landlords to stay in the country, they 
should ,be at liberty to purchase their 
demesnes, but if the sporting rights were 
taken from them one of the greatest 
inducements for them to remain in the 
country would be gone. 


THE Duke oF ABERCORN said it 
was really of the utmost importance that 
the sporting rights under this Bill should 
be preserved as closely as possible. Mr. 
Wyndham had said in another place that 
under the Bill the landlords were left with 
all their existing powers, but when under 
the Bill the landowner ceased to be the 
landowner, where did the existing powers 
go’? He was then no longer a landlord. 
Jt was therefore absolutely necessary that 
new powers should be vested in them 
when they were no longer landowners. 
He was sure the noble Duke must sym- 
pathise with them in this matter, especially 
so far as it concerned salmon fisheries, in 
which he was so interested. Unless the 
upper waters of the rivers were closely 
preserved, there would be no salmon in 
the lower waters. It was easy for one 
man to preserve game, but impossible for 
a large number of small holders to do so. 
They ought to be very careful that the 
sporting rights which had hitherto existed, 
and were in the hands of the landlords, 
should not now be taken away from 
them, because without something to do 
in Ireland they could not expect the 
landlords to remain in the country. The 
game remark applied to hunting ; facilities 
ought to be given to get to the covers. 
This was a matter that should be given 
close attention to, not only by the 
Government, but by every one who had | 
the slightest sense of the sporting instinct 
about him. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said, as he un- 
derstood, the ‘exclusive rights” meant 
exclusive rights as between the landlord 
and the tenant, because he would draw 
attention to the fact that there was 


sometimes a concurrent right ina third 
party—concurrent to the landlord’s right. 


Lord Massy. 


What | 





Land Pill. 6) 


*THE MARQUESS oF LANSDOWNE said 
it would be perhaps convenient if, before 
discussion went further, he stated what 
the intentions of the Government were 
with regard to the Amendment. He did 
not think he would be wrong in saying 
that there was a unanimous opinion 
with regard to the object at which it 
was desirable to arrive. In the first 
place, he did not think there was a single 
Member of the House who did not share 
the feeling that had just now been ex- 
pressed, to the effect that they should do 
all in their power to induce those Irish 
landlords who might part with their 
estates to remain in Ireland and to con- 
tinue to take part in the same healthy 
exercises and pastimes in which they had 
hitherto beenin the habit of indulging. Be- 
sides that, they must all agree that unless 
some precautions were taken there was a 
serious risk that what was at this moment 
a valuable asset, whoever it belonged to, 
might, if they did not take care, altogether 
disappear. That was to say, that if these 
sporting rights were split up and frittered 
away by being placed in the hands of a 


‘number of people who were unable to 


turn them to account, they might 
practically cease to be of any value 


whatever. That was especially true 
with regard to fishing rights. He 
doubted whether many people had 


any conception of the potential value 
of the Irish fisheries which might, 
owing to the ignorance of the population 
or to the reckless manner in which the 


, upper waters of rivers were neglected 


| money in the country. 


and abused, be rendered valueless. 
There were miles and miles of fishing 
which was absolutely unproductive, but 
which under proper management woul 
become a very valuable property, and 
would be a means not only of bring- 
ing sport to a few landlords who fre- 
quented the banks of the river roc 
in hand, but of bringing large sums ot 
Those were two 
objects they ought not to lose sight of. 


There was another point to which he 
attached the greatest importance, and that 
was, that, in any settlement of this que:- 
tion of sporting rights, they should le 
extremely careful, so far as they could, to 
avoid anything that would lead to future 
friction between the landlord and _ the 
tenant purchaser. How did the Bill pro- 
pose to deal with this question? It pro- 
posed to leave the settlement of the 
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ownership of sporting rights to be dis- 
posed of by agreement between the land- 
lord and the tenant purchaser. They had 
to assume, therefore, there would be a deal- 
ing between a willing seller and a willing 
buyer. If that was so, the individual 
parties would make their own bargains 
and insist on their own conditions. What 
they stipulated in the Bill was, that if 
the landlord was to be allowed to retain 
the sole right of sporting, he must at the 


time of the salesatisfy the LandCommission | 
that he was the owner of an exclusive | 


right. That did not mean that the land- 
lord should prove that he had always held 
exclusive sporting rights over the pro- 
perty, because he might have had a divided 
right with his tenants, but that before he 
closed the transaction with his tenants 
he must arrive at an arrangement with 
them, by which it would be recognised 
that the exclusive rights were his 
property and not theirs. If a landlord 
had always enjoyed sporting rights 
of this kind, he would probably have 
no great difficulty in coming to terms 
with his tenants on that basis; if he had 
not—that was to say, if the sporting 
rights had hitherto been shared by him- 
self and his tenants—it was obvious 
that he would have to make terms with his 
tenants. That, of course, would be a 
factor in the calculation. The tenant 
wouldsay, “ Youmust give me better terms 
ifI give up my sporting rights than if 
you allow me to retain them.” There 
would be the usual chaffer of the market, 
and the result would be that the exclusive 
rights would finally belong either to one 
party or the other. That seemed to him 
perfectly reasonable. 


He looked at the Amendments moved 
by his noble friends, and he found, both in 
Lord Dunraven’s Amendment and in Lord 
Donoughmore’s Amendment, a proposal 
that, in default of an agreement to the 
contrary, the sporting rights were to be 
vested in a public body, either the Land 
Commission or the County Council, and 
Lord Donoughmore proposed that the 
Land Commission shall offer the same for 
sale or letting in the first place to the ven- 
dor of the estate, and in case the vendor 
shall refuse to purchase same, then the 
Land Commission may deal with them as 
they may think fit. Lord Dunraven had 
told the House very candidly that he was 
not too well pleased with the Amendment 
which he had proposed. He himself was 
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bound to say that both these Amendments, 
so far as they related to the several 
divided rights after sale had taken place, 
seemed to him to be open to serious ob- 
jection. If the landlord before the sale 
took place, while he remained the land- 
lord, had not been able to establish an 
exclusive title to sporting rights, would 
it really be worth his while to keep 
alive a divided and imperfect right of 
shooting over lands which would have 
passed completely from his possession 
into the hands of the tenants? An 
arrangement of that kind seemed to 
him to be open to objection, for the 
reason that he had ventured to indicate— 
namely, that it would inevitably lead to 
future ill-feeling and friction between the 
late landlord and the purchasing tenant. 
Then there was common to both Amend- 
ments a proposal that in default of agree- 
ment the sporting rights should be vested 
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/in some public body. Lord Donoughmore 


preferred the Land Commission, Lord Dun- 
raven preferred the County Councils 
He ventured to express a doubt whether 
it would be altogether expedient to 
place these sporting rights in the hands 
of an Irish County Council. He did not 
think that the warmest friends of the Irish 
County Councils could pretend for a 
moment that they possessed the kind of 
knowledge and experience that would 
render them good administrators of 
sporting rights, nor, of course, had they 
the staif or means of watching over and 
developing these rights. 


He was bound, however, to say, after lis- 
tening to the arguments of the noble Lord, 
that it might be advisable to introduce 
into the Bill some provision under which, 
where the vendor and the purchaser had 
failed to agree as to the sporting rights, 
those sporting rights should pass into the 
hands of some public body who should be 
entrusted with them. He would venture 
to suggest to the consideration of his 
noble friends, although he was not able 
to pin himself down to any particular 
phraseology at the present moment, 
that they might agree that the third 


sub-section of Lord Donoughmore’s 
Amendment might run as _ follows: 


“In default of any agreement between 
the tenant and the vendor, all sporting 
rights shall go to, and be vested in, 
the Land Commission, and the Land 
Commission may deal with the same 
subject to any conditions which may be 
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made by the Lord Lieutenant.” That 
would place the Land Commission pro- 
visionally in possession of the sporting 
rights, which they could deal with, subject 
to a code of rules and regulations which 
could be worked out, under the direction 
of the Irish Government. It might be 
eventually desirable to make it part of 
the arrangement that the fishery rights 


should be taken charge of by the Fishery | 


Board. He threw that out as a suggestion 
to his noble friends, and he was sincerely 
desirous that this 
thoroughly thought out before a con- 
clusion was arrived at on the subject. 


*THE MARQUESS OF RIPON said, al- | 


though he had no knowledge of sporting 
matters in Ireland, he might be pardoned 
for intervening in the discussion, having 
regard to his experience of such matters 
in England. He was bound to say he 
agreed, as they had all agreed, with the 
general object of this clause. 
himself prefer, if he understood the clause 
aright, and if he were a person concerned 
in the matter, the first sub-section of 
the clause as it stood in the Bill. It 
seemed to him that landlords, whether 
they were in Ireland or in tkis country, 
would be much more able to exercise 


their sporting rights in a_ satisfactory | 


manner if there was a good understand- 
ing between the landlord and _ the 
tenant. All sporting 
country were the subject of agreement 
between the landlord and the tenant. 
So far as his experience went, it was 
extremely easy for a hostile person in 
possession of the land over which anyone 
exercised sporting rights to make those 
rights absolutely void by secretly destroy- 
ing and injuring the game upon the land, 
and it was really, he ventured to submit, 
an extremely hopeless operation to at- 
tempt to preserve game except with the 
consent of those who dwelt upon the 
land. Therefore he suggested that if 


they retained the sub-secticn as it was in | 


the Bill, they would attain their main 
object much better than if they were to 
abandon the basis of an agreement between 


themselves and those who in the past had | 
been their tenants and in the future would 
It would be more | 


be their neighboars. 
in the general spirit of the Act, and tend 
to promote a more friendly feeling between 
all classes in Ireland. He should, he 


confessed, be sorry to see anything which | 


tended to the adoption of a different 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


matter should be | 


He should | 


rights in this, 
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| principle, and to create, as he though 
_some of the proposals would create, con; 
| shdewabie and in many cases permanent 
‘difficulties, and wrangle and quarrel 
| between those who had been the land- 
lords, and to whom it was proposed to 
give the exclusive right of shooting in 
|the future, and those who would 
_become proprietors in the future, who 
if they had those rights might dispose 
|of them to their own advantage. He 
could not help thinking that the first 
paragraph of Clause 13 was the one 
| which would best attain the object which 
/noble Lords had in view. If he were 
| right in his interpretation of Clause 13, 
and if the arrangement was to be made 
at the time of sale, that was exactly the 
moment at which a tenant who was 
anxious to buy would be most. willing 
to come to an agreement in the matter 
of sporting rights, which might be 
unimportant to him, but important to 
the landlord in many ways. It seemed 
'to him that that would he the most 
likely way to promote the object they all 
had in view, and at the same time to 
promote good feeling between the different 
parties. In these few observations he 
had been speaking of sporting rights in 
connection with game, but with regard to 
fisheries the matter was a more difficult 
one. Salmor. fisheries, particularly in 
Ireland, stood upon quite a different 
footing. He could perfectly well under- 
stand that great injury might be done to 
the owners of fishing rights in the lower 
river by the destruction of fish in the 
upper waters, and he knew that the 
preservation of salmon was a matter not 
only a private but of great public 
interest. All he wished to say at this 
moment was that, with some experience 
of shooting rights he certainly considered 
that Clause 13, as it stood in the first 
section, would prove in practice the most 
satisfactory arrangement. 


* Kart STANHOPE said that every 
one in the House recognised the 
truth of what the noble Marquess had 
said. It was infinitely better that they 
should have agreement between the lan«- 
lord and tenant in the matter of sportily 
rights. He should imagine that the 
owners and the Irish people would 
come to an agreement in most cascs. 
| But it seemed to him, notwithstand- 
ing that an agreement between tiie 
|landlord and the tenant was most 
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iasirable, there might be cases in 
hich the farms, and even the riparian 
ights of rivers, were sold where the 
jandlords might increase the demesne 
round their residences and wish to ac- 
quire rights where there had been no 
previous agreement. He rose to say 
that he hoped his noble friend would 
accept what the noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs had pro- 
posed, that in the absence of any agreement 
aclause might be brought in by which 
there might be handed over to the Land 


pose of, subject to rules and regulations 
laid down by the Lord Lieutenant. 
He trusted his noble friends could see 
their way to accepting this suggestion. 


*THe EARL OF DONOUGH MORE asked 
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landlord to come to an agreement with 
a tenant who had exclusive rights, or 
who had concurrent rights, as to the terms 
of sale. All he wanted to know was 
whether the tenant had power to convey, 
or whether the rights vested in the 
tenancy and not the tenant. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE said the tenant 
had a right to dispose of any rights which 
were vested in him at the time. Of 
course, if he had no rights he could not 


| dispose of them, but in the usual course of 
Commission the sporting rights to dis- | 


things he could transfer everything he 


| possessed. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said that was 
| just the question: Were these rights vested 
| in the tenants or the tenancy ? 


whether the noble Marquess was prepared | *[,onp ASHBOURNE said he should 
to recommend the Government to accept | he disposed to say it was vested in the 


this Amendment if Sub-section 3 


amended in that way. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE 
said that what he proposed to do was : 
after Sub-section 1, Clause 13, to insert in 
its amended form Sub-section 3 of the 
noble Lord’s Amendment. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said he would | 


like to bring one very small point to the 
attention of the noble Marquess. He 
understood the noble Marquess to say that 
where the landlord could prove that he 
had exclusive rights he could preserve 
them, but where he had joint rights he 
would have to bargain with the tenants 
As the Bill read at present the bargain 
was to take place in connection with ex- 
clusive rights, and not in connection with 
concurrent rights at all. What he desired 


to ask was that the noble Marquess should | 


make it plain that both the exclusive and 
concurrent rights were to be matters of 
bargain. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said he understood 
the noble Marquess to say that the owner 
would have to make a private arrange- 
ment or bargain with a tenant who had 
concurrent rights as against exclusive 
rights. The only thing he wished to ask 


was this : Was it in the power of the tenant | 


to transfer those concurrent rights or ex- 
clusive rights, or were they vested in the 
tenancy ? because it made a considerable 
difference. It had been mentioned by 
the noble Marquess that it was open to the 
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was | 


tenant for the time being of the tenancy. 


Lorp CLON BROCK said he would just 
like to say one word upon the case where 
the rights were in the hands of the tenant 
in possession. All his tenants had got a 
separate right, and if he sold his property 
he would have to purchase those rights 
from them, and an agreement would then 
have to be made. That was only the one 
aspect of the case. Where no agreement 
was contemplated those rights were to be 
vested in the Land Commission, as it would 
be in the case where the owner had not 
| reserved the rights. Of course, every 
|man ought to preserve his rights if he 
| were a wise man, but there were cases 
| where men who, from not having reserved 
| those rights, now saw them passing away 
| from them. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
|(The Earl of Morey): Will the noble 
| Lord withdraw his Amendment ? 


*LorpD DONOUGHMORE said he only 
desired vo ask the noble Marquess with re- 
gard to Sub-section 4. 


THe Eart or MORLEY: If we are to 
take it paragraph by paragraph we had 
better take it in order. 





Lorp MACNAGHTEN said the sub- 
section pre-supposed that the vendor had 
an exclusive right. He supposed that 
meant the exclusive right of the tenant. 
| He knew cases in his part of Ireland where 


C 
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owners had a sporting right exclusive of | 


the tenant, and where superior owners had 
a concurrent right with him. He sug- 
gested that the noble Marquess should 
accept the words “exclusive of the 
tenant.” 


*Lorpv ASHBOURNE said the noble 
Lord seemed to have raised quite a new 
issue which he had not considered. Primé 
facie, the meaning that he himself would 
attach to the word “ exclusive” was that 
it meant in the case of a landlord that 
the landlord had a sporting right ex- 
clusive of the tenant. ‘The learned Lord, 
however, appeared to have another case in 
his mind which he had not considered, but 


which he would promise to consider by | 


Report. 


*THe Ear or DONOUGHMORE said 
he would be glad to accept Sub-section 3 
as amended by the noble Marquess, but he 
would like to know something more about 
Sub-section 4. 


THe Earu or MORLEY said that if the 
noble Lord withdrew his Amendment 
now he could turn his attention to Sub- 
section 4 afterwards. 


*THe Earth o—r DONOUGHMORE said 
all he wished was not to lose his right to 
speak on Sub-section 4. 


THe Eart or MORLEY: The noble 


Lord will not do so. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Surely 
he cannot speak on Sub-section 4 if the 
whole Amendment is withdrawn. 


THe Eart or MORLEY: Yes, because 
he can withdraw his Amendment and 
afterwards move an Amendment on Sub- 
section 4. 


*Tue Ear oF DONOUGHMORE: I 
withdraw. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


‘HE Eart or MORLEY: The Amend- 
ment proposed by Lord Lansdowne is, 
“That in default of any such agreement 
between the tenants and the vendor, all 
sporting rights, save those already vested 
in the ni shall go to and be vested 


in the Land Commission, and the Land 
Lord Macnaghten. 
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Commission maydeal with the same subject 
to any regulations which may be made by 
the Lord J.ieutenant.” 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 8, line 6, at end, to insert the words 
‘in default of any such agreement between the 
tenants and the vendor ail sporting rights save 
those already vested in the vendor shall go to 
and be vested in the Land Commission, and 
the Land Commission may deal with the same 
se to any regulations which may be 
made by the Lord Lieutenant.’ ”-.( The Marquess 
of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments moved— 


‘* In page 8, line 4, to leave out the word ‘land- 
lord’ and insert the word ‘vendor.’ Line 5, 
leave out the word ‘tenant’ wherever that 
word occurs and insert the word ‘ purchaser.’ 
Line 6, to leave out the word ‘ landlord’ and 
insert the word ‘vendor.’”— (The Duke of 
Devonshire.) A 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


THE EArt oF MORLEY: If the noble 
Lord wants to move a new sub-section 
now on Sub-section 4 he is in order to do 
sO. 


*THe EaRL oF DONOUGHMORE said 
he should very much like to do so, because 
he was advised by high legal authority 
that if they did not carry this Amend- 
ment they wvuld lose their rights to 
enter and take all necessary steps for the 
preservation of game and fish on the lands 
they had sold. They would be landlords 
having exclusive rights, but they would be 
absolutely valueless, because they could 
not enforce them by employing persons 
with a view to their preservation. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE 
said the noble Lord would no doubt 
have noticed that Sub-section 4 gave a 
right to enter on the land. 


THe Ear, 0F DONOUGHMORE: For 
us, but not our employees. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: 
That point can be considered on_ the 
Report. 


*THE Ear oF DONOUGHMORE said 
the next Amendment was in his name. 
| He had before him three Acts of Parlia- 

ment dealing with game, and the definition 
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of game differed in all three. The object of 
the Amendment was to bring all game 
into the one definition of this Bill. The 
Acts of Parliament he had were one of 
William IV., the Ground Game Act of 
1870, and the Land Act of 1881, in 
which .there was also a definition of game. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 8, after the word ‘land’ to | 


insert the words ‘and the word “ vame” 
shall for all purposes be construed according 
to the detinition thereof in any existing Act of 
Parliament.’ ”—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


*LorD ASHBOURNE said they appre- 
ciated the object the noble Lord had in 
seeking to make the definition cover as 
wide an area as possible. 


had the widest definition, and perhaps the 
noble Lord might accept that definition. 


*THe EarL oF DONOUGHMORE said 

that the Act of 1881 did not include four 
items included in the Act of William IV. 
—namely, deer, moor game, black game, 
and bustards. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE said he was told 
by those more learned in this matter than 
himself that the widest definition was 
that in the Act of 1881, but it was 
obvious that it did not contain some 
things contained in another Act, and he 
would consider the matter and deal with 
it on Report. 


*THe EArt or DONOUGHMORE said 


that of course ‘deer’ was very important. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I admit it. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, | 


withdrawn. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that the 
Amendment he now proposed was really 
proposed with the object of bringing in 
an Amendment which was further down 
on the Paper, but he saw that the noble 
Lord, Lord Dunraven, had an Amendment 


before his, which perhaps he might like to | 


move. 
Tue Ear or DUNRAVEN said his 
line, and did not come in till afterwards. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : Then I move 
my Amendment. 


{6 AuGusT 1903} 


He was told, | 
he did not know, that the Act of 1881 | 
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Amendment moved— 


| “In page 8, line 10, to leave out from the 
| word’ or’ to the word ‘estate’ in line 11.’ ”— 
(Lord Castletown.) 


! 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said the object 
the noble Lord had in view in this Amend- 
/ment was entirely opposed to the view 
under which the Under-Secretary framed 
the clause and presented it to the House 
of Commons, by whom it was accepted. 
If they accepted it, it would be a wide 
departure from the scope and the intention 
of the clause, and therefore the noble 
Duke would be unable to accept it. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said it was 
proposed really with the object of bringing 
in another Amendment which stood in his 
name lower down. He would withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THE Eart oF DUNRAVEN said, as 
the Bill now stood, if an owner was work- 
ing minerals then he could retain them, 
but if he was not working them he could 
not retain them. There were districts in 
which it was pretty certain, from the geo- 

logical formation, that minerals existed. 
It seemed to him to be very hard that a 
landlord should not be able to reserve his 
right to a coal seam which he was not 
then working. Of course, he could refuse 
to sell, but that would be hard on the 
tenants, who could not then buy the 
agricultural part of the estate. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 10, after the word ‘estate’ 
to insert the words ‘unless the owner of the 
estate with the consent of the tenants and the 
Lard Commission shall have arranged other- 
wise.’ ”—-(The Earl of Dunraven.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said he believed 
the view of those who had closely con- 
sidered the matter was that the Amend- 
ment of the noble Earl was opposed to the 
principle which had been proceeded on in 


respect to this clause. What the noble 
| Earl proposed to put in were the qualify- 
|ing words “unless the owner of the 
Amendment was really on the wrong) 


estate with the consent of the tenants and 
| the Land Commission shall have arranged 
| otherwise.” He admitted the reasonable- 
ness of the words, which, though sugges- 
‘tive, were carefully prepared, but they 
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were against the principle of the Bill, and 
were outside the scope of the principle on 
which the Chief Secretary, wno took so 
prominent a part in the Bill, proceeded, 
and therefore he hoped the noble Earl 
would not seek to press his Amendment. 


Tue Eart or DUNRAVEN said he 
was in hopes the words “Land Com- 
mission” would make it perfectly clear 
that the owners would have to prove that 
the mineral—a vein of coal, for instance— 
was under the land. 
his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 13, after the word ‘on’ to 
insert the words ‘or under.’”—(ZThe Duke of 
Devonshire. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said he now came 
to the corollary of the Armendment which 
he had moved a short time previously 
upon this clause. The object of this 
Amendment, which he put forward with a 
certain amount of assurance, and certainly 
with the hope that the Government would 
consider it in a favourable light, was to 
ensure that the owner should be compen- 
sated for his mineral rights. It had, 
apparently, been assumed that in Ireland 
there were no minerals worth preserving, 
or no minerals being worked. Now it 
had been found that there were many 
landlords in Ireland who had large and 
valuable mineral resources. One gentle- 
man in County Kilkenny, who had 
developed a large coalfield, was most 
anxious to do all he could with regard tc 
his property so far as sale was concerned, 
and was quite willing and prepared to 
sell to his tenants under certain circum- 
stances. He had asked : “ Am I right to sell 
mineral rights, which are of great value at 
the present time to me, and of great 
potential value hereafter to me and my 
successors, for nothing? I sell to the 
tenants the land over the mineral deposit, 
and am told that if I do that I must pass 
the whole of the minerals over to 
the Land Commission.” ‘These coalfields 


were of great value, and arrangements 

were being made to bring two lines of 

railway down to the estate to bring the 

coal to the port for shipping, and this 
Lord Ashbourne. 


{LORDS} 


gentleman’s neighbours were all within 





He would withdraw | star 
| and the Land Commission, but that they 
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the same geological area. Their lands 
had not yet been opened, but they con 
tended that the mineral deposits on their 
lands were of great potential value, a ( 
that, therefore, they would not sell to their 
tenants until they had arranged for the 
value of these mineral deposits. He did 
not think any person could suggest a 
fairer Amendment than one which suy- 
gested that the landlords should sell their 
ground, grass tillage, and so on, to the 
tenant, with the assistance of the Treasury 


should be allowed to say, “I have under- 


| ground a thing of great value which I will 


sell or retain in my own hands. If I sell 
it to the Land Commission, I will sell it 
on such terms as I think fair.” The 
Amendment was a very fair one, and he 
hoped it would be accepted. He begyed 
to move. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 8, line 15, after the word ‘ Parl.a- 
ment’ to insert the words ‘ provided that the 
Land Commission may acquire ~ such 
terms as may be agieed upon and may be 
sanctioned by the Treasury any such rights 
of mining and taking minerals on any estue 
which is being sold by an owner under tle 
Land Purchase Acts.’ °—(Lord Castletown.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said he did not 
wish to comment upon the Amendment 
now, but if it was accepted now there 
should be other Amendments made on the 
Report. The position of these mines to 
which the noble Lord had referred, and 
of which he was aware himself, was, of 
course, both interesting and important. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN: There are 
other mines in Antrim and other parts in 
Ireland. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said of course 
now Ireland wasa most developing country. 
They were discovering all sorts of things. 
The matter had not been lost sight of, 
because an Amendment which appeared 
lower down on the Paper, and which 
would be opposed subsequently, proved 
that under certain circumstances mines 
or minerals which were worked after the 
Bill was passed should pay a royalty of 
50 per cent. The Chief Secretary had 
considered the position, and was prepared 
to make a concession on the Amendment 
when moved. 
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Lorp CASTLETOWN said the next 
Amendment was only to deal with 
royalties. This Amendment was to deal 
with the sale of mining rights. 


LORD ASHBOURNE said if the 
minerals were being worked at the time 
of sale the question would not arise. If 
they were handed over to a syndicate of 
course a different state of things would 
arise, but in the Amendment which was 
to be moved he would be able to make a 
statement in regard to the matter. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn, 


*THE EARL oF DONOUGHMORE : 
The noble and learned Lord said that he 
was ready to make some concession on 
the matter and therefore I need not 
address the House on this Amendment, I 
will formally move it. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 20, to leave out from the 
word ‘Crown’ to the end of Sub-section 3, 
and insert the words ‘Provided also that 
where any such right reserved to the Land 
Commission under this sub-section is at any 
time hereafter let, leased, sold, or demised 
by them, the vendor (or the person who 
would have been entitled thereto if the lands 
had not been sold) shall be entitled to receive 
50 per cent. of any rent, purchase-money, 
or other net profit receiv by the Land 
Commission in respect of same, unless the 
Land Commission shall have purchased from 
the person entitled to such percentage his 
interest therein, and the Land Commission 
may purchase such interest at any time on 
such terms as may be sanctioned by the 
Treasury.”—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said that the 
Chief Secretary had considered this 
matter very carefully in conjunction with 
the noble Duke and regarded it as a very 
important subject. The Amendment 
standing in the name of the Duke of Man- 
chester moved by the noble Lord was to 
secure a royalty to the persons who would 
have been entitled to the minerals if the 
land had not been sold, of 50 per cent. 
His right hon. friend was ready to fix the 
percentage at 25 per cent. instead of 50. 
That was a very large amount, but it had 
been agreed to by the Duke of Devonshire. 


*THE kart OF DONOUGHMORE said 
that he was obliged to the noble Lord, 
but as he supposed that he would not 
advance upon that he would not bargain 
with him. 


{6 Aucust 1903} 
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Lorp ASHBOURNE said that there 
was just one thing that he ought to 
mention. This Amendment would have 
to go in after line 21, and it was most 
important that that line should be 
preserved ; if it were put in at the end of 
line 20 it would exclude line 21, and that 
he could not agreed to. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : That is the 
line vesting in the Crown ? 

Lorp ASHBOURNE: Yes. 

Lorp CASTLETOWN asked if this 


Amendment governed the case of those 
owners who had sunk pits on their land 
and who had already dealt with their 
mineral properties, whether those 
properties passed direct to the Land 
Commission. That was the point that 
they wanted to get at in the interest both 
of themselves and the tenants. 


Lord ASHBOURNE said that he 
would think over the matter, he had not 
considered it, but he promised to consider 
it before the Report stage. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN asked whether 
he understood his noble friend would 
have an Amendment on the Paper on the 
Report, dealing with the subject. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said that at 
present he did not think that an Amend- 
ment was necessary, but if, on considera- 
tion, he thought that one was necessary 
he would put an Amendment down. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that suppos- 
ing the noble Lord had lands with large and 
valuable coal fields under them would he 
like to pass them over to somebody else 
for nothing ? 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: 
not! 


No, I should 


On Question, Amendment, as amended, 
agreed to. 


Tue Eart or DUNRAVEN said that 
the Amendment that he proposed to move 
was a mere drafting Amendment. The 
words first mentioned in the clause would 
refer only to one right—the right of 
entering, but the words “any such” 





would refer to all, he begged to move. 








75 Trish 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 24, to leave out the words 
‘the first mentioned’ and insert the words 
‘any such.’”—(The Earl of Dunraven.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said that it was 
much more than a drafting Amendment, 
and that he could not agree to it. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn, 





Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
said the object of the next Amendment 
almost explained itself, the clause in ques- 
tion was introduced into the House of | 
Commons in redemption of a pledge given 
by the Chief Secretary, in answer to a 
Question put during the passage of the | 
Bill through the House, to provide that | 
ancient monuments should not pass into | 
the hands of small occupiers, but should | 
vest in some public body. He was thank. | 
ful to see the principle recognised in the | 
clause that this should be done, but the | 
clause would not carry out that object | 
because it only proposed to hand over | 
these monuments to the Board of Works 
if it was willing to take them. But the 
Board of Works was not willing to take 
them in a great number of cases, because 
they had no means to maintain them, and 
in that case the monuments would remain 
in the hands of small occupiers. His 
Amendment gave an alternative by | 
which they might be vested, if the Board 
of Works refused to take them, in the 
County Councils. He begged to move. 








Amendment moved 


‘* In page 8, line 36, after the word ‘ Commis- 
ioners, to insertasanew sub-section the words.”’ 
». Where the said Comninissioners withhold 
uch consent the Land Commission may, with 
the consent of the County Council, make an 
order vesting the monument in the latter body 
under the provisions of Section 19 of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898.’”—(Lord 
Monteagle of Brandon.) 


{LORDS} 
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served in Ireland, but in the Bill there 
was no power to vest them in the County 
Councils. If the noble Lord would, how- 
ever, withdraw his Amendment, he would 
consider the matter on Report. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 14 agreed to. 


Clause 15. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 9, line 25, after the word ‘ Acts’ 
to insert the wurds ‘ to tenants.’”—(The Duke 
of Devonshire. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said that 
before the clause was added to the Bill 
he would like to ask the noble and 
learned Lord Chancellor for Ireland what 
it meant, because there was considerable 
apprehension felt as to the meaning of 
this clause, and he had not been able to 
find anybody who had been able to 
explain it to him. There was a general 
apprehension that it might mean that if 
the tenants, without the knowledge of 
the landlord and contrary to the con- 
ditions of the tenancy, created an 
interest by way of a sub-tenancy, that 
when the landlord sold he might have to 
compensate out of the money received 
from the sale the sub-tenant for improve- 
ments created by him under the sub 
lease. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said he need not 


| tell their Lordships that when a Member 


of their Lordships’ House, of the obvious 
comprehension and learning of his noble 
and learned friend, felt confused, he must 
endeavour to do something to assist him 
out of the state of uncertainty in which 
he found himself. He had read the 
clanse with every attention, and with 
every desire to approach it from the 
standpoint of his noble friend, and he 
was constrained to admit that he had 


| been unable to get in any way perplexed 


Lorp ASHBOURNE was not. sure | 
whether his noble friend had considered | 
the position in respect to ancient monv- | 
mentsandtheCounty Councils. Everybody | 
sympathised entirely with the wish that | 
these ancient monuments could be pre- | 


"yr , \ 
The Eurl of Dunraven, 


by it. He took it to mean that supposing 
a tenant on an estate was in possession 
of a holding of fifty acres, say at the rental 
of £1 per acre, and supposing that he 
made a sub-letting of ten acres at £2 an 
acre, which would result in a profit rental 
to him of £10, this section, which was for 
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the purposes of carrying out the sale, 
enabled the sub-tenant to be recognised 
as the tenant who was entitled to become 
the purchaser of the holding of ten acres 
at £2 an acre as let by the direct tenant, 
who was entitled to be compensated in 
order that all the intervening interests 
could be purchased. When one came to 
consider who the owners of intervening 
interests were, one found oneself con- 
fronted in the first place with the tenant 
who made the sub-letting at a profit 
rental of £10, who became the owner of 
an intervening interest to the extent of 
being in receipt of that sum at the time 
the sale was made. He would have to 
get compensation, and get it from the 
same source from which all other owners 
received that which was the purchase 
price of the holding. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : Who gets the 
bonus 1? 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said that the 
noble Lord had started another question 
altogether. He had not considered the 
question, but he supposed the bonus 
would go to the owner who, for the 
purpose of this section, would become the 
direct landlord of the direct tenant, who, 
for this purpose, became the direct 
purchaser of the land. 


Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 16 agreed to. 


Clause 17. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said the Amend- 
ment he proposed to move was a drafting 
Amendment. The words in the clause 
were vague, and he now ventured to put 
in these words. The object of the Amend- 
ment was to ensure that the person who 
sold the estate should not be a mortgagee 
in possession. It would be a great hard- 
ship if a mortgagee should come in and 
sell an estate at a low price merely for the 
sake of getting the bonus and going off 
with it, thereby diminishing the other 
interests. He begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 10, line 33, after the word ‘ person,’ 
to insert. the words ‘other than a mortgagee 
in possession.’ ”—(Lord Castletown.) 


{6 Aucust 1903} 
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Lorp ASHBOURNE said he had got 
sympathy with the object of the noble 
Lord, but he could not see howthe Amend- 
ment met his views. A mortgagee at 
present had very great powers no doubt. 
He would, however, look into the matter. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved 


“In page Il, line 4, after the word 
Fron l to insert the words ‘not under dis 
ability.’ ’’—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 





Lord DUNBOYNE said the object of 
this Amendment was to provide that the 
person next entitled should have due 
notice. It sometimes happened that the 
owner expectant was not a direct successor, 
and it might happen that the owner 
in possession would have very special 
interest in his successor and that he 
might think more of his own interest and 
getting the bonus than the man _ in 
remainder. He trusted there were not 
many such but they were bound to regard 
contingencies, and the Amendment he pro- 
posed prevented the possibility of the sale 
of an estate at a price under value, 
because it would enable the person 
entitled to come in and show cause, if he 
thought fit, that an improper or im- 
provident sale was being made. . He 
begged to move. 


| ° 

| On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
| 

| 

| 


Amendment moved—- 

‘‘In Page 11, line 10, after the word 
‘obtained’ to insert the words ‘ Provided 
that the person next entitled in remainder 
expectant ou the determination of the 
estate of the vendor at the time of the pro- 
posed sale shall have due notice of the sale, and 
be etitled to appear and object.”” —i Lord Dun- 
boyne.) 


THe Duke oF ABERCORN hoped 
the Government would accept the Amend- 
ment. It would only affect very few 
persons. It could not inflict any extra 
cost on the Treasury and might be of 
great service. 


THe Eart or BELMORE said that 
notice was supposed to be given, but it 
was given in such a manner as to be 
absolutely useless. The remainder-man 
on his estate had never received any real 
notice, He inquired the other day how 
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notice was given, and was informed that 
there were certain rules published in 
newspapers which, he supposed, were never 
looked at by anybody. This kind of pro- 
ceeding reminded him of a saying of 
Daniel O’Connell that the best way of 
keeping a secret was to put it into the 
Dublin Gazette. If the Amendment was 
to be adopted he hoped that the rules of 
the Court would be so altered that the 
notice might be a real one. 


*THE EArt or WESTMEATH inquired 
how far the Amendment would go. If 
any objection was taken by the remainder- 
man would they have any further redress ? 





Lord DUNBOYNE replied that the | 
Land Commissioners might take notice 
of the objection. It was true they did 
not act in a judicial capacity, but he 
thought they might act judicially in so 
far as they could interfere and stop the 
sale. That was the intention of the 
Amendment. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
asked whether the Amendment would 
not bring the remainder-man under 
the zores? If so, it would be a most 
disastrous result. He was not a lawyer, 
but he was informed by legal friends 
that such would be the case, and if it 
were so, and the remainder-man were 





brought into these transactions, they would 
have this obstruction at the outset of | 
every sale. He was sure the noble Lord | 
who moved the Amendment did not wish 
that. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said he did not 
think it would be held to be obstruction 
for them to give every legitimate notice 
that could be required, to let persons 


know that their interests might be 
affected. As he understood the Amend- 


ment, the object of it was to secure 
that adequate notice should be given, so 
far as possible, to those whose interests 
would require such legitimate protection 
as might be afforded by letting them 
know what was going on. But if the 
noble Lord looked at the closing part of 
the clause, he would find that his Amend- 
ment was unnecessary, and that abundant 
care was taken that the attention of the 
Land Commissioners should be directed 
to the necessity of giving notice by means 
of advertisement of their proceedings. 


The Earl of Belmore. 
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Lord DUNBOYNE asked and_ ob- 
tained leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 17, as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 18. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE moved 
to insert at Clause 18, page 11, line 13, 
after “ 1896,” the words ‘ which interest 
shall be at a rate of not less than 
34 per cent. per annum.” He said 
this was an Amendment in order 
that interest at the rate of 34 per 
cent. should be paid to vendors under 
Sub-section 2 of the clause. Under 
the existing law the interest had to be 
fixed by agreement, and it had been 4 
per cent. The Amendment was _ neces- 
sary for the protection of the Treasury, 
because if they were to receive less it 
would be at the loss of the Exchequer. 


Amendment moved— 

‘In page 11, line 13, after ‘ 1896,’ to insert 
the words ‘ which interest shall be at a rate of 
not less than 34 per cent. per annum.’ ” 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp CLONBROCK moved to insert 
at page 11, line 18, after “‘ holdings,” the 
following new sub-section:—‘(2) The 
value of such arrears of rent, if not 
agreed upon between the vendor and the 
sand Commission, shall be fixed by the 
Judicial Commissioner, and shall be paid 
by the Land Commission to the vendor 
over and above the purchase money of 
the lands” He said that the Amend- 
ment provided that the sum of money 
for arrears to be fixed by agreement 
between the vendor and the Land Com 
mission should, if they would not agree, 
be fixed by the Judicial Commissioner, 
and should be paid by the Land Com- 
mission to the vendor, irrespective of the 
purchase money for the land. It was 
already provided that the Land 
Commission should pay 34 per cent. 
interest on the purchase money, and 
that if the sale became inoperative 
an account should be made between the 
vendor and the Land Commission, and 
any interest already received by the 
vendor should be refunded, but there 
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was no provision made for an account of 
arrears received or remitted by the 
Land Commission. He wished to have 
words inserted providing that arrears 
should be taken into account, and that 
after they had been taken into account 
and fixed they should be recoverable. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 11, line 18, after the word ‘hold 
ings’ to insert the following new Sub-section : 
‘(2.) The value of such arrears of rent, if not 
agreed upon between the vendor and the 
Land Commission, shall be fixed by the 
Judicial Commissioner, and shall be paid by 
the Land Commission to the vendor over and 
above the purchase-money of the lands.’” — 
(Lord Clonbrock.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE remarked that 
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if the Amendment were carried it would 
introduce, for the first time, an already 
overburdened Judge into the mechanism 
of accounts—namely, the Judicial Com- 
missioner. There was not a man more 
hardly worked in Ireland, and he should | 
look with some hesitation to the placing | 
upon his shoulders of any burden to | 
which he would have to apply his | 
judicial mind. It would not be reason- | 
able to ask him to assume the burden | 
of assessing the arrears. The purchase | 
of an estate must always be for a lump | 
sum, including the value and arrears, | 
and to seek to divide it and inake calcula- | 
tions and sub-divisions would be against | 
that primary idea. The purchase under | 
any sound system should be for a lump | 
sum, which the parties could arrive at by 
some means, by the rough sense of 
intuition or the rule of thumb, and it 
would not be desirable to work out | 
these calculations. 


Lorp GLONBROCK stated that it 
was important to remember that in the 
case of a settled estate the purchase 
money would be realty and go to the 
inheritors, whilst the arrears would be 
personalty. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN pointed out 
that under the section itself the arrears 
were to be handed over to the Land 
Commission, and they would collect 
as much as they pleased. Supposing the 
rents were £20,000 and the arrears | 
£15,000, those arrears would go to the 
tenant for lite, and if they were taken 
by the Land Commission the latter would 
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have £15,000 for doing absolutely 
nothing. Lord Ashbourne had _ very 
glibly treated the sums in bulk, but there 
could never be any sale in bulk, and there 
never had been such a sale. It had 
always been a question of a sale to 
tenants fora certainsum, and the arrears 
had been dealt with afterwards. As a 
rule, arrangements were made either for 
the arrears to be remitted by the owner 
or some arrangement by which the 
arrears were paid to the seller and after- 
wards agreed upon. The question was 
a fair one and deserved consideration. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE said he was im- 
pressed by the allegation of a part 
going in the case of settled lands one way 
and part to adifferent hand. That was 
a matter he should consider in connection 
with the Amendment. 


Lorp CLONBROCK asked :nd_ ob- 
tained leave to withdraw the Amendment 
in view of the promise of Lord Ash- 
bourne. 


Clause 18, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 19. 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 12, line 3, to leave out the word 


‘had’ and insert the word ‘have.’ — (The 
Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 19, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 20. 

Amendment moved 

“In page 12, line 6, leave out the word ‘ of’ 
and insert the words ‘mentioned in.’” 
(Lhe Duke of Devonshire.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 20 as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 21 agreed to. 

Clause 22. 

Lorp CASTLETOWN said he moved 
to omit Clause 22 for the reason that 


it dealt entirely with questions of boun- 
daries of the holdings, easements, or 


appurtenances claimed by any proprietors 
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against any other proprietors or tenants 
of holdings, and placed the burden of 
examining into and settling these matters 
on the Land Commissioners. The Com- 
missioners already had a great deal of 
work todo. Formerly all these questions 
of boundaries, easements, and appurten- 
ances were dealt with in Ireland, as in 
England by the ordinary County Courts. 
Some feeling might be aroused amongst 
the parties because they would have 
to go up to Dublin and squabble, whereas 
they might go into the County Courts and 
settle the matter there at very little 
expense. It was not a very serious 
Amendment, and he begged the Govern- 
ment to accept it. 


Amendment moved — 
**To leave out Clause 22.”—(Lord Castletown.) 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE said that 
the clause was inserted in the Bill to save 
time and expense, and it could in no 
respect be inferior inits operations, because 
the Land Commission could only determine 
questions under it at the request of all 
parties concerned. It was much better 
to have the questions settled at the time 
of sale than to have them settled by Courts 
of law afterwards. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN asked and ob- 
tained leave to withdraw the Amendment 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 22 agreed to. 


Clause 23. 


THE Duke oF ABERCORN moved to 
leave out of page 13,line 10, from the word 
‘“‘any ” to the end of paragraph, and insert 
the words—‘ person aggrieved by any 
decision of an Estates Commissioner sitting 
alone may require his case to be re- 
considered by the three Estates Com- 
missioners sitting together, and any person 
interested may require that any question 
of law shall be referred to the decision 
of a Judicial Commissioner.” He thought 
this Amendment was very necessary as 
there was no provision in the Bill as it 
stood that the Estates Commissioners 
should sit together, and the right of 
appeal on a point of law to the Judicial 
Commissioner was only permitted to be 
exercised in cases where the Estates Com- 


Lord Castletown. 


{LORDS} 


missioners might decide that the point 
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was not a frivolous one. Such a restrie- 
tion of the right of appeal was manifestly 
unfair, because Mr. Wyndham had stated 
in the House of Commons that the Estates 
Commissioners were only to perform 
administrative duties and were not to 
interfere with legal points. It might be 
argued that the powers given to the 
Estates Commissioners were exactly 
similar to those given to magistrates, but 
in the first place magistrates had juris- 
diction over points of law and the right 
to decide them, powers which were not 
vested in the Estates Commissioners at 
all. Again, if a magistrate refused to 
state a case an application could be made 
to the Court of King’s Bench for a rule 
to call upon the magistrate to state a case. 
There was no similar right of appeal under 
this section, and why should greater 
powers be given to the Estates Com- 
missioners, who were purely administrative 
officers, and were in no way responsible 
for their legal proceedings. 


Amendment moved— 


** in page 13, line 10, to leave out from the 





word ‘any’ to the end of the paragraph and 
insert tho words ‘person aggrieved by any 
decision of an Estates Commissioner sitting 
alone may require his ease to be reconsidered 
by the three Estates Commissioners sitting 
together, and any person interested may ey 
that any question of law shall be referred for 
the decision of a Judicial Commissioner.’ ”’--( The 
Duke of Abercorn.) 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE said the 
Amendment did not appear to be neces- 
sary because the Estates Commissioners 
were not a Court. The Bill provided that 
in cases where it was necessary there 
should be a reference to the Judicial 
Commissioner on any point of law unless 
the application to refer was a frivolous 
one. The other questions to which the 
noble Duke’s Amendment applied were 
not questions of law, and as_ the 
Estates Commissioners were not a Court 
of law it did not seem possible to give an 
appeal from a decision of one set of Co m- 
missioners to the other. 


* THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE said 
they felt it very hard that the Estates 
Commissioners, who were laymen, should 
have the right to decide whether an 
appeal upon a legal point was frivolous. 
That was the whole point of the Amend- 





ment, and it might cause both landlords 
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and tenants very great injury if it was than anything else. 


left to laymen to decide a point of law. 


THE Duke or ABERCORN said that 
very often the questions which arose 
were mixed questions of fact and law. 
The Estates Commissioners would have 
the power to allocate the purchase money 
of estates to the persons entitled toit, and 
to settle all the different interests. The 
questions which arose were sometimes 
questions more of law than of fact, and 
it seemed strange that laymen, and not 
lawyers, not bound to give any reason 
for what they did, should be able to 
decide these questions without any 
possibility of appeal. There certainly 
ought to be a right of appeal. 


* Lord ASHBOURNE observed that 
those who put forward the Amendments 
were not keeping in mind the scheme by 
which the Estates Commissioners were 
appointed, and that it was mainly 
intended that they should carry out a 
great executive transaction. The appeal 
to the Judicial Commissioner was a great 
safeguard. It was suggested that the 
right of appea! was weakened by putting 
in the qualifying words, ‘‘ Unless, in the 
opinion of the Estates Commissioners, the 
application is frivolous.” These words 
were familiar in stating cases from 
statutes relating to petty sessions Courts. 
He did not think that any tribunal ever 
dealt lightly or carelessly with the 
powers entrusted to them, and it would 
bea scandalous abuse for any man to 
refuse to consider a case and refer ques- 
tions of law to the proper tribunal, 
especially when they were presented to 
him supported by legal arguments or 
opinions, and everything to show the 
soundness of the belief. On the other 
hand, it might well be that any man of 
common sense would be able to see, 
without any legal training or acute- 
ness, that the question was not put 
forward as one of legal substance, but in | 
a very friyolous way, which suggested | 
that it was more a seeking to gain time 
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The section as it 
was framed was quite bona fide, and it 
was framed with a keen desire to give 
an appeal on a question of law. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE pointed out that 
the Estates Coin missioners were to be the 
persons who were to say whether or not 
an application for a reference on a ques- 
tion of law was frivolous, and they were 
the persons against whose decision the 
appeal would lie. Would it meet the 
view of the Government if an appes! 
were given in the event of the Court of 
Appeal consenting? There were instances 
in which no appeal could be made 
except on application to a Judge in 
chambers, and if the Judge refused the 
appeal the party would go to the Court 
of Appeal and ask for leave to appeal. 
Some provision of that kind should be 
inserted in the clause, so that in the 
event of the Estates Commissioners 
refusing leave to appeal, the application 
could be made either to the Judicial 
Commissioner or the Court of Appeal. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN suggested that 
the words, ‘* Unlessin the opinion of the 
Estates Commissioners the application is 
frivolous’ should be struck out of the 
clause. 


* Lorp ASHBOURNE said it would be 
found in the appeal section that the 
appeal on questions of law was given 
unless the Estates Commissioners t hought 
it frivolous. 


*THE EarL o—F DONOUGHMORE : 


We want that out. 


* Lord ASHBOURNE replied that the 
provision worked adequately and with- 
out any abuse. He did not anticipate 
any likelihood or possibility of abuse. 
No one holding a responsible office would 
refuse to grant an appeal on a real ques- 





tion of law. 


On Question, their Lordships divided : 
—Contents, 60: Not-Contents, 63. 
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Cork and 


THE Ear Of ROSSE moved to insert in 
page 13, line 10, after ‘‘ law” the words 
“the Land Judge or ” and after “ Com- 
missioners ” the words “ as the case may 
be.”” The object of the Amendment was 
to provide specifically that the Land 
Judge should be consulted by the Land 
Commissioners in the carrying out of the 
provisions of Sub-section 8. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 3, after the word ‘with’ 
to insert the words ‘the Land Judge or,’ and 
after the word ‘ Commissioners’ to insert the 
words ‘as the case may be.’”—(Zhe Earl of 
Rosse.) 


THE DukE of DEVONSHIRE under- 
stood that the Amendment was to enable 
the Land Judge to be consulted as to 
the employment ot officers of the Land 
Commission. ‘The noble Lord had not 
given any reasons for the introduction 


E. Dunraven and 


Ventry, L. 
Worlingham, L. (2. (rosford.) 





of the Amendment and he (the Duke of 
Devonshire) did not know why it was 
supposed to be desirable. Another 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
noble Duke, which provided that “all 
officers of the Land Judge’s Court (in- 
cluding clerks in the Receivers’ Depart- 
ment of not less than ten years 
standing) shall be eligible for employ- 
ment by the Estates Commissioners 


under this sub-section,” was quite 
unnecessary, because anybody was 
eligible. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*The Eart of WESTMEATH said he 
wished to propose an Amendment 
to page 14 line 12, by inserting after 
the word “Commissioners” the words 
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“or any other vendor.” The Amend- | 


ment was originally moved in another 
place, where it had a somewhat chequered 
career. It was moved in the Committee 
stage and withdrawn in order that it 
might be considered in the Report stage, 
but nothing was heard of it then. He 
therefore thought it best to bring it 
forward in order to give the Govern- 
ment an opportunity of explaining the 
position. The object of the Amend- 
ment was to make the provisions of 
Sub-section 10 applicable to sales by the 
landlord direct to the tenant as well as 
to sales of estates by the Land Com- 
missioners. The advantages given under 
this sub-section to sales by the Land 
Commissioners to the tenants ought to 
be extended to sales direct from landlord 
to tenant. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 12, after the word ‘ Com- 
missioners’ to insert the words ‘or any other 
vendor.’ ”—(The Earl of Westmeath.) 


LorD MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
said the Amendment would be a great 
advantage to the Estates Commissioners 
because the effect of the clause would then 
be to hold out great inducements to all 
landlords to sell. As the sub-section 
stood it made the expenses of negotia- 
tions in the cases of sales to and by the 
Land Commissioners part of the expenses 
of the Land Commission. If the 
Amendment were accepted, a great part 
of the work could be undertaken by the 
landlords negotiating direct with their 
tenants. He supported the Amend- 
ment. 


*Lorp ASH BOURN Esaid the Amend- 
ment was one that would make a new 
and wide departure from the principles 
of the Bill. The clause it was sought 
toamend made liberal provisions with 
regard to sales to the Estates Com- 
inissioners and sales by the Commissioners 
to tenants and others. It would, be 
going outside the fair scope of the 
administration of an Act of Parliament 


to provide not only forthe costs incurred | 


by officials but also for the costs of sales 
by a private vendor to his own imme- 
diate tenants. That would indeed be a 
far-reaching departure, and would 
involve great expense. He had great 
sympathy with the persons whom the 
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noble Earl sought to assist, but he did 
not see his way to grace any recognition 


of that sympathy. 


Amendmen’, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*THE Eart or DONOUGHMOREsaid 
he felt somewhat diffident about calling 
his next Amendment a verbal one, having 
regard to the way in which the noble 
and learned Lord (Lord Ashbourne) had 
jumped on him. He proposed to leave 
out from the word *‘ Commissioners ”’ in 
line 20, page 14, to the word “make” 
in line 23, and insert “and the President 
of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Ireland, or a majority of them, if such 
majority includes the Judicial Com- 
missioner, may, subject to the approval 
of the Lord Lieutenant.” The point 
was that the rules which were to be made 
would be largely concerned with ques- 
tions of law, and as the sub-section now 
steod the lay Commissioners might 
decide against the Judicial Commissioner 
onthem. That might have very unfair 
results quite apart from the intention of 
the Estates Commissioners, because he 
was sure they would not do such a thing 
willingly. If the Amendment were 
carried the Judicia! Commissioner, if he 
were nota member of the majority, 
would have a veto. This would influence 
the smooth working of the Billand make 
it absolutely certain that no injustice 
would be done to anybody. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 20, to leave out from the 
word ‘ Commissioners’ to the word ‘make’ in 
line 23 and insert the words ‘and the Presi- 
dent of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Ireland, or a majority of them, if such 
majority includes the Judicial Commissioner, 
may, subject to the approval of the Lord 
Lieutenant.” ’—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


*Lorp ASHBOURN Esaidthat although 
not of overwhelming importance the 
Amendment would make a substantial 
departure from the clause as drafted, 
although the constituent elements 
were found in both. The Government 
proposal was that the rules should 
be drafted by the Judicial Com- 
missioner and the Estates Commissioners, 
subject to the approval of the Lord 
Lieutenant, and after consultation with 
the President of the Incorporated Law 
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Society of Ireland. It was very difficult 
to conceive that in all questions of making 
important rules, for the regulation of the 
Department, the greatest respect wouldnot 
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be shown, to the opinion of the Judicial | 


Commissioner. It was not suggested 


that there should be any change regarding | 
the Lord Lieutanant, but there was a 
change, though not a great one, proposed | 


with regard to the President of the 


Incorporated Law Society. As the head | 


of the solicitors’ profession, it was quite 
reasonable and wise that he should be 
consulted with respect to these questions. 
It was, however, suggested that he should 
have a direct voice in regard to the making 
of rules. He (Lord Ashbourne) thought 
the Bill, as drafted, was quite adequate, 
From his experience in presiding over the 
making of rules, he would say that there 
was no tendency to rush them through, 
or not to weigh all arguments. 


*EarL DONOUGHMORE 
point of his Amendment was that in the 
making of these rules, if there should be 
a division, the Judicial Commissioner 
should be in the majority, but having 
regard to what had been said by the 
noble and learned Lord, he would not 
press his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 23, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 24. 


Amendment moved— 


* pl og 15, line 14, to leave out the words 
‘or order as the case may be,’ and insert 
the words ‘for sale.’”—(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amend ment moved— 


‘In page 15, line 17, to leave out the words 
‘ Estates Commissioners’ and insert the words 
Land Commission,’ *—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart or DUNRAVEN moved 
an Amendment, page 16, line 13, to leave 
out “to such extent as may be sanctioned 
by the Treasury.” His object was to get 


a definite idea as to what costs were to 
be defrayed by the Land Commission 


Lord Ashbourne. 


{LORDS} 


said the. 





Land Bill. 92 


{or by the vendors. The sub-section 


| provided that the—- 

“Land Commission may cause their officers 
to make such investigations, and perform such 
other duties, as may be requisite and practi- 
cable, for the purpose of ascertaining title to 
and distributing ae money, and such 
ascertainment and distribution shall, to such 
extent as may be sanctioned by the Treasury,” 
This was a matter of enormous import- 
-ance because the uncertainty as to the 
amount of the expenses, for which they 
would be made liable through the investi- 
gation which the Land Commission or 
their officers might think necessary, was 
more likely to deter landlords from selling 
than anything else. It was of vital 
importance to the Bill that the landlords 
should have a tolerably accurate idea of 
what their proportion of the costs would 
be. Nobody Ahad the slightest idea of 
what the sub-section meant, or what inves- 
tigation would satisfy the Land Commis- 
sion. Those investigations were not to be 
made at the expense of the persons 
entitled to the purchase money, except to 
such an extent as the ‘Treasury thought 
‘fit. That was entirely vague. 


Amendment moved — 


“In page 16, line 13, to leave out the words 
‘to such a extent as may be sanctioned by the 
Treasury.’”—(The Earl of Dunraven). 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE aid 
the effect of the Amendment as it stood 
would be to provide that the distribution 
of the purchase money should be entirely 
free of charge tothe vendor. The Govern- 
ment would not agree to the proposal. 
He was afraid that he was not able, with- 

‘ out notice, to give any further explanation 
(of the sub-section, but would only say, 
as had been pointed out repeatedly, that 
the body of Estate Commissioners would 
be an administrative body acting under 
_the directions .of the Government. The 
clause provided that they or their officers 
should give all the assistance they could 
in cheapening the legal proceedings 
| incidental to the transfer of estates and 
the distribution of the purchase money. 
So far as they were able to do that the 
| clause signified that it was the intention 
of the Government that they should use 
their staff as much as possible for the 
purposes of administration, subject to the 
regulations made by the Treasury. He 
did not think his noble friend could 
| possibly expect it would be in his power 
to enter into a fuller explanation of the 
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manner in which it was intended that that 


duty should be discharged by the Estates | 


Commissioners. The staff would be made 
use of without unnecessary expense to 
the public. 


THE Eart or DUNRAVEN did not 
wish to press the matter, but he regretted 
that the noble Duke could not give the 
information asked for. He presumed 


that when the sub-section was adopted | 


the Government must have had some 
sort of an idea what it meant, and he 
should be very much gratified if they 
would inform him what it did 
mean. Perhaps the noble 


subject on the Report stage. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I wil! 
try to do so. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN moved to insert 
after “charge,” page 16, line 18, the 
following: “where since the 1st of April, 
1903, for the purpose of ascertaining 


title and distributing the purchase money | 


of estates intended to be sold under this 


Act, any fees have been paid in the Local | 
Registration of Title Office, Registry of | 
Deeds, and Registry of Judgments, the | 
sum so paid shall, on the certificate of the | 
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Duke | 


would give them some information on the | 
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THE DvukE oF DEVONSHIRE pro- 
posed an Amendment in order to make 
'clear the incorporated sections of the 
Land Clauses Act, 1845, which specifically 
applied to the purchase money of estates. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 16, line 30, after the word 
| ‘ prescribed,’ to insert the worts ‘as if the pur- 
| chase money distributable under this section 
were money paid or deposited under those 
sections.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 16, line 37, to leave out the word 
‘the’ and insert ‘a.’”—(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE pro- 
posed an Amendment providing that any 
question of law might go to the House of 
Lords as the ultimate Court of Appeal. 


Amendment moved-— 


“In page 16, line 38, after the word 
‘appealed’ to insert the words ‘on any ques- 
tion other than one of law.’”—(The Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 24, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 25. 


Land Commission, be refunded to the | 


landlord or other person who may have 
paid the same.” The Amendment pro- 
vided for reimbursing those landowners 
who had made arrangements for the selling 
of their estates by placing them on the 


files of the Registry Office at Dublin. A | 


great number of estates had been pre- 


pared for sale, and many landowners had | 


already made their titles under the 
registration system. 
hard on them if 
through that the sums they would other- 
wise receive back on the passage of this 
Bill should not be refunded. 


THe Duke or Dd&VONSHIRE re- 
marked that the proposal was one to 


which he, speaking on behalf of the) 


Treasury, could not consent. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


It would be rather | 
the sales did go. 


Tue Kart or ARRAN said he proposed 
'an Amendment with the object of getting 
that peace, which was now coming all 
over Ireland, extended to mortgagees. 
Under Clause 16 of the Bill the Land 
Commission, when buying land, had 
| power to vest the land in itself by an 
order, and attach all claims there might 
be to the purchase money. Under 
Clause 24, where lands were sold direct 
to the tenants, the Land (‘ommission 
would make an order of similar import. 
{n these circumstances the orders fixed a 
closing day, and Sub-section 2 of Clause 25 
| provided that anyone who made a claim 
against the purchase money and had 
not established his claim before the 
closing day—- 

“And if a portion of the purchase money 
| equivalent to the amount of his claim has net 
been invested in pursuance of the powers con- 


ferred by Sub-section 1 of Section 14 of the 
Act of 1887, then, until his title is established, 
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interest in respect of the claim shall not be 
peabis at a higher rate than the rate payable 
vy the Land Commission to the National Debt 
Commissioners in respect of vutstanding 
advances.” 

That interest was at the rate of 2? 
per cent. per annum. The Amendment 
he proposed was instead of the words 
“making a claim” to insert ‘“ whose 
claim has been so attached to.” As 
the clause stood in the the event of any 
mortgagee not chosing to make a 
claim, his money would remain at the 
higher rate of interest at which it was 
originally invested, say 4 per cent. or 
5 per cent., but after the closing day 
the landlord would only be receiving 
2} per cent. If the Amendment were 
accepted, with two others, it would bridge 
automatically any references to encum- 
brances which had been “attached to 
purchase money under Clauses 16 
and 12. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, lines 4 and 5, to leave out the 
words ‘making a claim upon,’ and#insert the 
words ‘ whose claim has been so attached to.’ ” 

(Lhe Earl of Arran.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said he regarded 
the Amendment as unnecessary because 
already under Clause 16 all claims against 
the land were attached to the purchase 
money. If a mortgagee had a charge 
upon lands which were being sold and 
also upon other lands, the matter was one 
which required to be dealt with before a 
sale could reasonably be carried out, and 
the Land Commission were empowered to 
apportion the mortgage that fell upon 
the land sold. That was the obvious 
necessity, and it was clearly provided for. 
3ut what right had the Commission to 
exercise any functions over charges that 
were not apportioned to lands under their 
jurisdiction and that could not possibly 
affect them. There was no jurisdiction 
unless an Act of Parliament could enforce 
it, and they had no right to do anything 
that was not just. 


THe Ear: or ARRAN pointed out 
that whereas under the present conditions 
the mortgagee was only paid 2} per cent. 
he would be able to proceed against 
the landlord for the balance of whatever 
rate of interest he might have been 
receiving. 

The Earl of Arran, 


LORDS} 
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Lorp ASHBOURNE said the Land 
Commission were given power to deal 
with the mortgagee on land sold and 
therefore under jurisdiction. What right 
had the Commission to make an order on 
land with which they had no concern. 
That would be most unjust and would 
not be reasonable. 


Tue Eart or ARRAN urged that if 
the whole property were sold would not 
the mortgagee be able to proceed for the 
difference of any profit between 5 per 
cent. and 2? per cent. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE thought the noble 
Earl must have some special case of his 
own in mind and wanted an opinion of 
authority that he might use in reference 
to the matter. He would suggest to 
the noble Earl that there was a reasonable 
way of appealing to professional advisers 
for guidance. 


Tue Eart oF ARRAN denied that 
he had any particular case in mind. It 
was merely a question of law as regarded 
the Bill. He must press his Amendment. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said he did not 
desire that there should be any misconcep- 
tion on the matter. If the noble Earl 
would tell him of a concretecase he should 
be gladto listen to him, but itwas hardly a 
matter on which to divide the House. 


Tor Ear, or ARRAN: I shouldlike 
to divide on the Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

‘In page 17, line 10, after the word ‘ claim,’ 
to insert the words ‘ or so much thereof as may 
be directed to be discharged out of the pur- 
chase money.’ ”—(7The Earl of Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved—- 


“In page 17, line 11, after the word ‘ pay- 
able,’ to insert the words ‘ out of the purchase 
money, or recoverable under any agreement or 
covenant, or chargeable on any other lands or 
securities which may be subject to such claim 


along with the lands sold.’”—(Zhe Earl of 


Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 





withdrawn. 
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of the sale of an estate under the Land 

Purchase Acts a vendor should be entitled 
to pay off any charge or encumbrance 

thereon notwithstanding any direction, 

proviso, or covenant contained in any 

of these or other instruments to the 

contrary. The object of the Amend.- | 
ment was to enable the vendor to pay | 
off at once, out of the purchase money, 

any charge or encumbrance on an estate: | 
Certain mortgages contained that regula- 
tion and if the landlord were tocontinue 
to pay a high rate of interest to the 
encumbrancer, whilst receiving only a 
low rate himself he would be a loser. 
The policy of the Bill was to enable land- 
lords to sell and he therefore hoped the 
Government would not see any objection 
to the Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 17, line 13, after the word 
‘advances,’ to insert the words ‘ provided that 
in case of the sale of an estate under the Land 
Purchase Acts a vendor shall be entitled to 
pay off any charge or incumbrance thereon 
notwithstanding any direction, proviso, or 
covenant contained in any deed or other 
instrument to the contrary.’ ”’—(Viscount 
Templetown.) 


Tue Duke oF DEVONSHIRE said he 
was advised that the Amendment was 
unnecessary. Sub-section 1 of Clause 16 
attached all claims against land and Sub- 
section 5 of Clause 24 required the Land 
Commission to distribute the purchase , 
money to the persons entitled thereto. 
These provisions would override any 
provisions in a mortgage as to paying 
off encumbrances. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, | 
withdrawn. | 


Ciause 25, as amended, agreed to. 


{6 AueustT 1903} 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN moved an | 
Amendment providing that in the case | 
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may order the land to be sold as if the sale was 
required for one of the purposes mentioned in 
section sixty-three of the Lunacy Regulation 
(Ireland) Act, 1871, and that section shall 
apply accordingly.’”—(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 26 agreed to. 
Clause 27. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, line 29, after the werd 


‘equalled ' to insert the words ‘half yearly 
or.’ ”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 27, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 27 to 34 agreed to. 


Clause 35. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE said 


there were five consecutive Amendments 
to Clause 35 which were of a purely 
verbal nature. 


Amendment moved— 
**In page 19, line 28, to leave out the words 


‘in so far as any’ and insert the word 
‘where.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 19, line 29, to leave out the words 


‘to purchasers to be repaid by means of pur- 
chase annuities.’”—(Zhe Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 19, line 41, to leave out the words 


‘purchase of the land’ and insert the words 
| ‘vesting of the land in the Commission.’ ”— 


| (The Duke of Devonshire.) 


THE DuKE OF DEVONSHIRE moved | 
the insertion of a new clause which he/| 
said was necessary in order to enable | 
the estate of a lunatic to be sold under | 
the Land Purchase A cts. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendmeat moved— = 
“Tr page 20; lina t7; to Jeave out the words 


| ‘repayavie by oiwans ot purchase annuities’ 


Amendment proposed— 

‘* After Clause 25 to insert as a new clause, 
the words ‘Where a person who would other- 
wise be entitled to sell land under the Land | 
Purchase Acts is a lunatic, the Lord Chancellor | 


VOL, CXXVII. [FourtH SEries.] 


and insert the words ‘or whick such: 10s. per» 
cent: is payable by the -Landt Commissioa.’”.—. 


(Lhe: Duke.of Devensiir?.) 


¥ On Question, Ameadmect.agreed to. 


D 





$9 Trish 


Amendment moved— 


‘*In page 20, line 25, to leave out the words 
‘repayable by means of purchase annuities, 
and insert the words ‘on which such 10s. _ 
cent. is payable by the Land Commission.’ 
(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 35, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 36 agreed to, 

Clause 37. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE pro- 
p sed an Amendment to Clause 37 which 
provided that the £50,000 should not be 
carried to the purchase fund for more 
than four years. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 21, line 3, to leave out the word 
‘eight’ and insert the word ‘ seven.’ ”°— (The 
Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 37, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 38. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE pro- 
posed an Amendment to Clause 38 which 
he said was necessary in order to secure 
that the redemption money of superior 
interests owned by Trinity College, 
Dublin, should be invested in investments 
approved of by the Public Trustee. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 21, line 36, after the word ‘ made’ 
to insert the words ‘and may only be varied.’ ” 
(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE said 
the next Amendment dealt with a compli- 
cated subject, but it was one of very 
great importance to those concerned. It 
was very complicated, but he would 
enleavour to put it as clearly and as 
briely'as he-possibly could. The gist of 


Clause 38 lay in <tiie fact that £5000 a 
vear had been set aside out of the irish 
Development'C rant in order to reimburse. 
atiy losses which Trinity College. Dublin, , 
might make through their middlemen | 
who paid them hecd 


G-ren‘s. 
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He ckought | 
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that Trinity College had come out of it 
very well, and were to be congratulated 
on the position that they had made for 
themselves. He was now addressing the 
Committee on behalf of the people who 
held from Trinity College, who had to 
pay a head-rent, and who would be in a 
most uncomfortable, and almost im- 
possible position by the passing of this 
Bill. The state of affairs was this. 
Trinity College owned about 200,000 
acres, of which 150,000 were held by 
people he might call the landlord class, 
who paid Trinity College a head-rent, 
and in their turn had sublet to occu- 
piers, who nearly all held under judicial 
tenancies. The rents that the middle- 
men paid to Trinity College were 
perpetuity rents and were governed by 
the Trinity College Leasing and Per- 
petuity Act, 1851, by which they were 
variable every ten years under a certain 
process wnich it was not necessary for 
him to describe, but by which. under 
the terms of that Act, the College had 
raised the rents, perfictly fairly, of the 
perpetuity tenants, altogether as much as 
an average of 31 per cent. since the 
passing of the Act of 1851. On the 
other hand, since the Act of 1851 was 
assed, the judicial tenants of the 
middlemen had had their rents reduced 
as much as 44 per cent., and that would 
explain to their Lordships the position 
in which the middlemen found them- 
selves, for their rents ha! been increased 
by 31 percent. and the rents they re- 
ceived had been reduced by 44 per cent 
In these circumstances it was absolutely 
necessary to ask their lordships, in 
order to make sales possible under 
this Bill that there should be in- 
troduced into the Bill such provisions 
as would enable Trinity College, Dublin 
to abate their rents. 


Ile was going to quote a case in a 
moment which he thought would show 
that without some such provision, all 
the tenants occupying under the lessees 
of Trinity College, Dublin, would be 
absolutely cut out from the benefits 
of this Bill; as it would be impossible 
for the perpetuity tenants or middlemen 
to sell on such sufficient terms as 
would leave any margin at all. The 
cases he would quote were as follows: 
The first case was that of a Member oi 
their Lordships’ House, whose rentals 
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from tenants before the passing of the 
Act of 1851 amounted to £5,826, 
and for that he paid as the head- 
rent to the College £1952, so th t the 
College received a head-rent of 30 per 
cent. of the rents from the tenants to 
the middleman. Those of their Lord- 
ships who had experience in such 
matters well knew that 30 per cent. was 
a very fat head rent indeed. The present 
state of affairs was that the rental from 
the tenants had fallen from £5826 to 
£3869 by the operation of the Land 
Acts while the present rent received 
by Trinity College was £3072. That 
was to say, that at the present moment 
th: College ree ived a head-rent amount- 
ing to 79} per cent. That was a 
ridiculous state of affairs for any re- 
ceiver of head-rents to find himself 
in. In the old days the balance which 
went into the pocket of the noble Lord 
was £3,874, out of which he had to 
pay costs of collection and costs of im- 
provements. At the present time his 
balance was only £797, and he believed 
that if nothing was done the head-rent 
of the College would go on increasing 
just as much as before. He should like 
to observe also that this landlord had 
spent as much as £10,000 on improve- 
ments. There was another case in 
which, before 1881, Trinity College 
received a head-rent of £3,700 when the 
gross rentals amounted to £9,150, or 
40 per cent. of the rents, which was a 
very good percentage indeed. Now 
Trinity College took £5,031 out of 
£7,188, thus increasing its percentage to 
70 per cent. This case was almost 
parallel with the first one he had quoted. 
He had another case in which Trinity 
College was receiving more from the 
middleman, than the middleman was 
receiving from the tenants, and the 
latter had to make up the balance out 
of his own pocket. 


What happened when a sale was 
mooted ? What price did Trinity College 
ask in order to redeem its head-rents? 
He had a quotation which showed that on 
April 25th last the solicitors of Trinity 
College, in open Court before Judge Ross, 
asked for twenty-five years’ purchase in 
one of these cases. 
Majesty’s Government, in their omnipo- 
tent wisdom, had inserted this clause in 


the Bill, providing £5,000 a year in leareamenan to the 
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Since then His! 
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‘order to reimburse Trinity College for 
possible losses they might make. What had 
been the result? Last week one of those 
middlemen wrote to the bursar of the 
College and asked what amount would 
| be required for the redemption of his 
head-rent. The bursar replied that he 
| was not prepared to give a figure, but 
‘that he was prepared to recommend to 
the College that they should ask twenty- 
seven-and-a-half years’ purchase of these 
head-rents. So that asa result of receiving 
£5,000 a year from the the Government 
the demand of Trinity College had gone 
up by two-and-a-half years. He did not 
wish to comment on this action; it was 
amatter with which they had very little 
to do, and it ought to be settled between 
Trinity College and the Government. 
He did think, however, that it 
pressed hardly upon those middlemen, 
in view of the large grant that Trinity 
College received from public funds in 
order to help her to meet middlemen in 
a reasonable spirit, that this should be the 
position taken up by the leading financial 
adviser of the college. It was useless to 
try and persuade the House that the 
College would not follow the advice of its 
bursar. Might he be allowed to apply 
these figures to the first case he had quoted. 
Presuming that the noble Lord wished 
'to go for a sale, Trinity College taking 
twenty-seven-and-a-half years’ purchase 
of the head-rent would get £84,480, while 
the middleman, at the mean reduction in 
the Bill and, therefore, taking an average 
including the bonus, would get £104,400. 
| That was to say, there would be a margin 
| left to him of £19,924, out of which all the 
custs of sale would have to be paid (for 
when they redeemed the head-rent they 
had to pay the costs to the owner of that 
head-rent), and the landlord was left in 
the position that he would have to sell 
his judicial rent for just over six times its 
amount, so that he wouid sell a property 
bringing in £800 a year, on which he has 
spent £10,000 in improvements, for about 
£18,000, after deducting the cost of the 
sale. Was it human to expect that a 
single one of these middlemen would sell 
under this Bill. Yet by this one case 
alone 800 tenants were cut out of the 
benefits of the Bill. 

What was the remedy which they 
sought? They asked the same remedy 
which was given by His Majesty’s 
payers of tithe 
D 2 
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rent-charge under 
that was to say, that the grant rent of 
1851 should be regarded as the standard 
rent, and reduced in accordance with the 





reductions given by the Land Courts | 


during the fifteen years following the year 
1881, and that they should be varied 
after each fifteen years in the ratio of the 
varying rents of the occupiers under the 
operation of the last Act. The tithe 
rent-charge was now varying in different 
districts in consonance with the variations 
in that district of the rent of the occupiers 
as settled by the Land Commissioners. 
He naturally knew it very well indeed, 
because he was an owner of tithe rent- 
charges, and the Act of 1898 took a great 
deal out of his pocket. He now asked 
that as he was treated by the Act of 1898, 
so Trinity College should be treated by 
this Bill. He asked for this in order to 
make sales possible. He would only raise 
two further points upon that. The first 
was that when the Government of the day 
in 1881 resolved to disturb rent at its 
source in the interests of existing 
occupiers they, in elementary justice, 
became bound to make head-rents vary in 
the same way. That principle, their Lord- 
ships would remember, was recognised in 
1898 by the Tithe-Rent Charge Act. 
Secondly it must have been the 
obvious intention of the Government 
of 1851, in fixing a sliding scale of 
prices by which rent was to vary 
every ten years, that the rejation then 
existing between the lessees’ rent payable 
to Trinity Dollege, Dublin, and the rent 
receivable from the occupiers should be 
made permanent. He thought he had 
shown that this had not taken place. He 
therefore asked their Lordships to pass 
this Amendment and make it possible for 
the grantees as landlords to sell their 
holdings, and prevent the tenants, 
numbering in all nearly 10,000, being 
cut out from the advantages of this Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


In page 21, line 37, to insert the following 
new sub-section: (5) ‘From the first day of 
November next after the passing of this Act, the 
sum payable in respect of any sale accruing due 
after that date for any rent due in respect of any 
ecclesiastical lease or any Trinity College lease 


or grant in perpetuity, shall be varied from the | 


amount at which it stood previously to such 
date in accordance with the average percentage 
of the variation of rents declared by the certi- 


ticeate of the Land Commission to have taken , 


place with respect to the county in which the 


The Earl of Donoughmore, 


{LORDS} 
the Act of 1898, | 
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lands out of which such rent is payable are 
situate, as if such rent were 9 tithe rent- 


| charge within the meaning of the Tithe Rent- 
| Charge Act, 1900, and all the provisions of 


the said Act shall apply to such rent, anything 
in the Trinity College, Dublin, Leasing and 
Perpetuity Act, 1851, or in any deed or grant 
made in pursuance thereof to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

“The Land Commission may, if they think 
fit, order such rent to be redeemed at a price 
to be fixed by them on the basis of the varia- 
tion so declared by them as aforesaid, as if such 
rent were a tithe rent-charge within the mean- 
ing of Section 18 of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1857.°—( The Earl Donoughmore.) 


*Lorb RATHMORE trusted that their 
Lordships would not accept the Amend- 
ment, for he believed that if it were 
carried it would do great injustice and 
might seriously injure Trinity College. 
He was sure it was unnecessary for him 
to press upon their Lordships what a 
public loss it would be if anything were 
now done to cripple the power of the 
College. Evenin the other House nobody 
was found to question the great services 
Trinity College had rendered in the past, 
and still rendered, not only to Ireland 
but to the Empire. No one was found 
to question the honesty with which every 
penny of her resources was applied to 
the great purposes which she so well 
fulfilled, and no one was found to sug- 


' gest that there was any excess in those 


resources. He was quite sure that 
in their Lordships House the greatest 
sympathy and regard would be felt for 
that old institution which for so long 
had been the centre of real patriotism 
and the home of unwavering loyalty. 


What was the grievance of the noble 
Lord, who had put his case with 
great force and persuasive power. It 
was that whereas the rent which the 
middleman had to pay to Trinity College 
had been increased under the Act of 
1851, the rents which he received from 
his tenants had been reduced by the 
operation of the Land Act of 1881. But 
in what degree was the position of such 
middlemen worse than that of any other 
men who had charged their lands or 
encumbered them not expecting for a 
moment that the Land Act of 1881 
would be introduced. It was the first 
time that in a Bill introduced for a 
different purpose a proposal for which 
there was no precedent, namely, that of 


interfering with the head-rents of 
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superior landlords, was brought forward. 
There had been one attempt to deal 
with the position of middlemen, and it 
was made in the Land Act of 1887. 
The middleman who was discontented 
with his position could surrender his 
interest. But that was not all. The 


very Act of 1851, to which the noble | 


Lord had referred, provided a remedy 
for the very purpose by giving power to 
vary the rents which the middleman paid 
to Trinity College if it were proved that 
those rents were unjust. He knew the 
noble Lord had not referred to it on the 
present occasion, but there was some- 
thing at the root of this question, and 
that was a charge which had frequently 
been made in former arguments on this 
subject. The charge was that by some 
means or other Trinity College in 
1851 imposed an unjust bargain upon 
its tenants, and that ever since they were 
treated ina harsh way because the Act 
of Parliament forced uponthem a system 
which they were unwilling to accept, 
which was at the time unfair and had 
since become more oppressive. 


What was the fact? The Act of 
1851 was not introduced at the instance 
of Trinity College at all, but by 
the Government of that day; and 
it was produced as the result of an 
agitation which had been proceeding for 
some time on the part of the middlemen 
who held leases under Trinity College. 
There was a great deal of correspondence, 
and of conference between Trinity 
College and its lessees, and the subject 
was thoroughly threshed out. A private 
Bill was introduced into Parliament, and 
a petition against it was presented by 
the tenants of Trinity College. Every 
objection which the middlemen had to 
the Bill were carefully gone into, and the 
measure was modified in various ways 
until the tenants and middlemen found 
themselves perfectly satisfied with the 
provisions that were made. There was no 
foundation whatever for the suggestion 
that the Act of 1851, which fixed the 
rents of Trinity College, was regarded at 
the time as unjust by the middlemen. 
A letter was written at that time to 
Trinity College by the representatives 
of the middlemen signed, amongst 
others, by one Charles Clements—-one 
who was so ably represented in this 


{6 August 1903} 
(| House at the present time. The letter 
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concluded— 


“The Board may rely upon our exertions 
to have the several matters fully carried out. 
We beg again to express our thanks for the 
deliberate consideration which has been given 
by your Board to every subject on which we 
have felt it our duty to trouble you.” 


Not only were the rents fixed with the 
consent of the tenants but there was 
introduced into the Bill a clause for the 
purpose of varying the rents from time 
to time should they be considered unjust 
at any period. The principle upon which 
the rents were fixed by that Act of Parlia- 
ment was on the current price of certain 
commodities, and after ten years either 
party had the right to apply to have 
those rents revised again on the same 
principle on which they had been 
originally fixed. Could anything have 
been fairer thanthat? The middlemen 
have failed to take advantage of 
that. It would be much better business 
no doubt for them to make a short cut 
and apply the practice of the Tithe Act 
of 1900. 


There was not a shadow of foundation 
for this appeal to their Lordships. If 
the tenants were dissatisfied with the 
present condition of things, two courses 
were open to them. They could apply 
for the revision of their rents under 
the Clause of the Act of 1851, or else, 
if the case was one of hardship on the 
middleman and he felt that he was 
paying more then he could get from 
his sub-tenant, he could surrender 
his holding. But it was rather a 
srong thing to come and appeal to 
their Lordships in the middle of a 
debate on the Land Purchase Bill, on 
this old question which had been threshed 
out often before. What wasthe £5,000a 
year provided for? It was to be applied 
in indemnifying the College against any 
loss of income arising from the re- 
demption under the Land Purchase 
Acts of any superior interest owned by 
them. It was really for the purpose 


of meeting losses by investments, and 


had nothing at all to do with land. 
lords and middlemen. It was absurd, 
when it had been found necessary for 
Parliament to pay the £5,000 a year 


‘in order to insure Trinity College from 


loss by new investments, that at this 


| stage of the Bill a new system contrary 
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to the contract that was entered into 
long ago should be introduced, which 
might cut down its income to a much 
greater extent. If these middlemen 
succeeded in their attempts they would 
not only obtain a reduction of rents by 
a process under the Tithe Charge Act, 
which had really nothing to do with this 
case at all, but they would also get a 
large slice of the bonus, of which Trinity 
College would receive not one penny. 


THe Exrt or  ROSSE joined 
in the appeal made by the noble 
Lord and expressed the hpoe that 
their Lordships would not assent to the 
Motion now before the House. The 
case of the middleman was not one o 
such hardship as the noble Lord, Earl 
Donoughmore, would lead them to 
think. Originally, the middleman had 
no certain tenure, but only a lease 
under which he could hold for twenty 
years. It was the express wish of the 
middlemen that the Act of 1851 should 
be passed, as it gave them, for the first 
time, perpetuity of tenancy. Trinity 
College made good use of her funds, 
and she had not too much to meet the 
increased demands of education. He 
asked their Lordships to reject the 
Amendment. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that, as he 
had an Amendment upon the Paper 
similar in character to that now before 
the House, he should like to associate 
himself with all that had been said by 
the Earl of Donoughmore in his most 
able speech. He should like to point 
out to the Committee and to the two 
noble Lords who had spoken last, that 
they seemed to have forgotten that the 
real crux of the problem was that, so 
long as no variable rent was permitted 
by Trinity College, it would be im- 
possible for the middlemen to sell to a 
large number of tenants, and that the 
working of the Bill would be seriously 
impeded. If the middleman sold to the 
tenants, he would have hardly anything 
left to live upon, because there would be 
no margin. It must not be forgotten that 
there were other types of superior 
interests which had not been subsidised 
with £5000 a year like Trinity College. 
There were large estates with superior 
interests which would suffer seriously 
when middlemen and sub-tenants sold, 


Lord Rathmere. 
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and they would receive a very small 
sum on their agricultural investment. 
' Under the Act of 1896, in a great num- 
ber of cases, the middlemen found that 
the agricultural rents were reduced so 
largely that there was no margin of 
profit, and they were bound to sur- 
render to the superior interests, and the 
superior interest came in and found 
that all the value of his interest had 
gone. ‘Trinity College had suffered 
‘in the same way, as a great number 
of other superior landlords must 
suffer under the present Bill and 
the Act of 1881, but they were 
very well safeguarded by the £5,000 
placed at their disposal. He thought 
they might fairly meet their middlemen 
in the way suggested by the Earl of 
Donoughmore. Variable rents had |e- 
come to be very well knowr in Ireland 
now, and no doubt the great and highly 
honoured institution of Trinity College 
should be safeguarded?as much as possible, 
but it should be remembered that they 
were in the same position of others who 
held superior interests. 


*THE Eart or BELMORE said he 
wished to say a few words on behalf of 
some of the tenants of Trinity College. 
About twenty-five years ago he happened 
to be the chairman of the Dublin 
University Commission, and then had 
an opportunity of a certaining the state 
of their finances. He agreed that the 
ease of the tenants of Trinity College 
was a very hard one, and Lord Rath- 
more’s statement of the ease did 
not agree with his own information. 
He was informed that in the old times, 
before the Act of 1851, the tenants of 
Trinity College held in much the same 
way as some of them were tenants of t he 
Bishops. They paid a heavy rent for 
their leases and, at the same time, @ 
considerable fine every year for the 
renewal of the lease. He was also told 
| that prior to that time the fines paid by 
the tenants of Trinity College were 
earmarked for a particular purpose in 
that College. For instance certain 
portions of the fines went to pay the 
salaries of the Provost and of some 
other great officers in the College. That 
was found in the College to be a very 
inconvenient plan, because, although they 
could enforce the rent, they could not 
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enforce the fines if the tenant was pre- | 
pared to risk the loss of the renewal of | 
his lease, and therefore it was to 
the interests of both parties to put an 
end to that state of things. An addition 
was made to the rents of about 20 per) 
cent. which was payable by the tenants 
and was subject to a variation every 
ten years. Unfortunately for the 
tenants, but fortunately ‘or the College 
the prices of the day happened to be 
very low, compared with lateron. When 
the tenants came to vary their rents, 
they always gota rise. Then came the 
Land Act of 1881, and since that was 
passed, there was a fall in prices for 
five years. It was then found by the 
Fry Commission, and he though tby the 
Cowper Commission, that the prices of 
corn and other things on which the 
variation depended had not materially 
altered in the last seventeen or eighteen 
years, and therefore for the tenants to 
come and claim revision would be 
useless, because they might get a further 
rise. He thought their case was a 
very hard one. He agreed, however, 
with his noble friend Lord Rathmore 
it would be very difficult for their 
Lordships to accept the clause as it 
stood, because Trinity College would 
have a right to be heard before any- 
thing was done. He thought the 
case was not on all fours with what had 
been quoted with regard to the tithe 
rent-charge. It occurred to him when 
he was first asked to bring up this ques- 
tion that if the Government would con- 
sent, something might be done in the way 
of bringing in an additional bonus to the 
tenants of Trinity College if they sold. Of 
course it would be quite out of place for 
him to move anything of the sort, but if 
the Government could see their way 
to do something like that, they might 
facilitate some sales. Unless something 
of that sort were done he did not think 
they would find any middleman would be 
able to sell his land at the present time. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said that what 
Lord Belmore had said had a sound of 
reasonableness and common _ justice. 
Would it not be perfectly monstrous 
when this great Bill had come to this 
House teeming with important issues, to 
spring into the middle of a section a) 
brand new system of fair-rent legisla- | 
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tion. It would be unreasonable to pro- 
ceed with the proposal without notice to 
Trinity College that their interests were 
to be gravely imperilled. Every farthing 
which reached the pocket of that great 
institution had to be applied to necessary 


_ outgoings for the great cause of education, 


and they had no margin to go upon. The 
noble Lord himself had descended from a 
provost of Trinity College. There was 
not a shadow of foundation for his case 
when looked at fairly and reasonably. 
Trinity College had considerable landed 
estates, and it being a big seat of learning 
it was quite impossible for it to work 
those estates, and therefore they were 
let out to a series of wealthy leading 
Irish gentlemen, some of them Peers. 
Those gentlemen, for their own purposes, 
let the estates at very considerable 
profit, and in more than one case 
there were a series of sub-lettings and ot 
perpetuities, and they had never heard 
the large amounts which the middlemen 
of rank and position gained by such 
lettings. That position existed until 
1851, when the tenants joined together 
and asked for something like a security 


}of tenure in order that they could im- 


prove and occupy their own holdings. 
Trinity College, when the Government 
approached them, met them in such a 
fair spirit as to the fixing of the prices of 
commodities which were to measure the 
rents in the future that the tenants 
actually signed a letter of acknowledg- 
ment thanking the Board of the College 
for the consideration with which they 
had met every one of their claims. They 
were given under the Act of 1851 a 
fixity of tenure. The rents of the 
middlemen have sometimes gone up- 
wards and sometimes downwards, but at 
any rate until 1881 they had a chance of 
reaping a very substantial profit, of which 
they were not slow to avail themselves. 
The middlemen had the power to sell and 
to get part of the bonus but Trinity 
College would get none of it. Were the 
middlemen by an effort like this to step 
in almost on the last day when the Bill 
was under consideration and sweep away 
thousands a year from the rent of the 
College. It would be both unreasonable 
and unfair for the Government to 
countenance such a proposal. 





tll Private 


he quite realised the force of a good deal 


that had been said by the noble and 


learned Lord, but the point still re- 
mained that sale for 
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Royal Commissioners on the Traffic of 
London are likely to present any Report 
before proceedings have to be taken for 
the promotion of Bills to be introduced 
next session. 


tenants in Ireland was practically im- | 


possible. The noble Lord had said 
that the middlemen were rich men. No 
doubt they were in 1851, but he thought 
he could fairly claim that the figures 
which he had quoted, and which the 
learned Lord entirely ignored, showed an 
enormous decrease in their incomes from 
these resources and that practically there 
was now no margin. He did not wish 
to press the Amendment, but he wished 
that something could have been done in 
regard to the matter, for it was a great 
pity that those 10,000 tenants should 
be cut out of the operation of the Bill 
by the operation of circumstances over 
which they had no control. Could not 
something be done towards giving the 
middlemen a double bonus, because the 
bonus was about all they would get. 
He did not wish to put the Committee 
to the trouble of a division. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 38, as amended, agreed to. 


House resumed; and to be again 
in Committee to-morrow: The Com- 
mittee to have precedence of the other 
Notices and Orders of the Day. 


CCUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 


order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


POOR LAW (DISSOLUTION OF SCHOOL | 


DISTRICTS AND ADJUSTMENTS) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


MARINE STORE DEALERS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order) ; a further Amendment made, and 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LONDON TRAFFIC. 


‘THe Eart or MORLEY: I beg to ask 
His Majesty’s Government whether the 


‘and District Tramways Bill. 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, I have ascertained that it 
is not likely that the Royal Com- 
missioners on the Traffic of London 
will present any Report before proceedings 
have been taken for the promotion of Bills 
to be introduced next session. I think 
it is extremely desirable that this fact 
should be known in order that it should 
be brought to the notice of intending 
promoters of new schemes, as it is 
extremely improbable that any new 
schemes would be allowed to go on until 
the Commissioners have reported. 


Tue EARL or MORLEY: I am very 
much obliged to the noble Duke for his 
answer, which is what I anticipated. My 
sole object in asking the Question was to 
wern promoters that it was impossible for 
Parliament to consider any new schemes 
for new tubes or large railway extensions 
through London, until the Commissioners 
have reported. I do not, of course, refer to 
measures dealing with existing lines, 
alterations of capital, purchases of small 
portions of land or matters of that kind. 
I was anxious to give this notice as 
publicly as I could, and I am much 

, obliged to the noble Duke for supporting 

me in doing soin order that the pro- 
moters may be saved the considerable 
trouble and large expense of introducing 
| Bills and giving notices. 

The House adjourned at half-past 
Twelve o'clock a.m. till to- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock 
a.m. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 6th August, 1903. 


| 


| 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
| BUSINESS. 
| mans 
| Gateshead Corporation Bill ; Stroud 
Lords 


Amendments considered, and agreed to. 
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Brighton Corporation Bill [Lords] 
(King’s Consent signified). Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 


ments. 


Liverpool University Bill [Lords]; 
South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
{Lords}. Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


Glasgow Corporation Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment. 


PETITIONS. 
SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL, 
Petition from Lanark, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petition from Lower Wortley against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Thirty-fifth Report 
of the Deputy Keeper of the Public 
Records and Keeper of the State Papers 
in Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE 
MARINE COMPANY AND OTHERS 
(AGREEMENT). 

Copy presented, of an Agreement, 
dated 1st August, 1903, between the 
Admiralty and the Board of Trade and 
the International Mercantile Marine 
Company and other Companies [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS (GENERAL 
REPORT). 

Copy presented, of General Report to 
the Board of Trade upon the accidents 
that have occurred on the Railways of 
the United Kingdom during the year 
. [by Command]; to lie upon the 

able. 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 
Copy presented, of Seventeenth Annual 
Report of the Inspectors for 1902 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALMON AND FRESHWATER 
FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Copy presented, of Forty-second 
Annual Report of the Inspectors of 
Fisheries (England and Wales) for 1902 
[by Command} ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVIGABLE INLAND WATERWAYS 
(COMMERCIAL, No. 7, 1903). 

Copy presented, of Reports from His 
Majesty’s representatives on Navigable 
Inland Waterways in Austria-Hungary, 
Belgium, France, Germany, and the 
Netherlands [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL PRICES, 

Copy ordered, ‘of Report on Whole- 
sale and Retail Prices in the United 
Kingdom in 1902, with Comparative 
Statistical Tables for a series of years.”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


TRADE (BRITISH COLONIES WITH 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 

Return ordered, “showing for 1901 
the imports from foreign countries into 
British India, the self-governing colonies, 
and the following Crown colonies: 
Straits Settlements, Ceylon, Mauritius, 
Jamaica, Barbados, and Trinidad, dis- 
tinguishing (a) imports of food and 
drink, raw materials, and manufactured 
articles ; and (b) principal articles.” — 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Landing-Place at White Port, Loughross 
oint, Donegal. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his at- 
tention has been directed to the fact 
that on the 22nd ultimo a salmon boat, 
manned by a crew of six men, could 
not land at White Port, Loughross 
Point, County Donegal, owing to the 
absence of a landing-place or pier, but 
was driven, with danger to the lives of 
the crew, by the force of the tide to 
Innishaynop, an island three miles from 
the coast ; and, if so, whether the work 
of the completion of a boat-slip or pier 
at White Port, which has been sus- 
pended by the Congested Districts 
Board, will, having regard to the neces- 





sity of the case, be immediately resumeds 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
work in progress at White Port was 
suspended merely to test its character. 
When this has been sufficiently ascer- 
ta:ned the work will be resumed. 


Cost of Museums and Galleries in London. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if he will state the total 
cost for the last financial year of the 
museums and galleries, respectively, 
situated in London. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The gross 
sums voted in Class IV. of the Civil 
Service Estimates, 1902-3, for these 
services were (exclusive of items merged 
in more general sub-heads and not 
separab!e)— Victoria and Albert Museum 
and Bethnal Green Museum, £66,994 ; 


Geological Museum, £3,558; British 
Museum, £128,729; Natural History 
Museum, £49,051; National Gallery, 
£18,600: National Portrait Gallery, 


£5,541; Wallace Collection, £9,066. 


Concession for Collection of Rubber in 
Uganda. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University): To ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in granting a concession in 
Uganda to an Italian firm for the 
collection of rubber (Africa, No. 9, 
1903, page 5), precautions have been 
taken to prevent the industry from 
degenerating, as -has been the case 
elsewhere, into a system of slavery; 
whether he will state the conditions (if 
any) for the protection of native 
labourers inserted in such concessions ; 
whether the concession granted to the 
Italian company, and the form of such 
concessions to be granted in future, can 
be published as a Parliamentary Paper. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
text of the concession has not yet 
reached the Foreign Office. The con- 


cession is, of course, held subject to the | 


Native Labour Regulations (Queen’s 
Regulations, No. 8, of 1900, Native 
Labour), the provisions of which are 
very detailed; and tothe Rubber Rules 
under the Forestry Ordinance, 1903. 
All these rules and regulations are 
Copies 


protected by a penal clause. 
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| of them are in the library. Lastly, it is 
‘laid down that, in working the conces- 
sion, European supervision is to be 
| provided. 


Scottish Board of Manufactures Com- 
mittee—Publication of Report. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury when the Report of the Com- 
mittee, which has inquired into the 
constitution and management of the 
Scottish Board of Manufactures, is 
likely to be issued. 


(Answered by Mr. A, Graham Murray.) 
The Report of the Committee is now 
complete, and wi!l be in the hands of 
the Secretary for Scotland in the 
course of the next day or two. I[ 
cannot at present come under any 
obligation as to the publication of the 
Report, but that matter will be con- 
sidered by the Secretary for Scotland 
when it is in his hands. 


Clerks in Irish Agricultural Department 
—Equal Treatment. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, whether he is aware that 
there are two sets of clerks in the 
Agricultural Department, Dublin, who 
are identical as regards length of 
service, nature of duties, and record of 
conduct ; that one set receive £120 a 
year, whilst the others, after service of 
eight toeleven years, receive considerably 
less than £100 per annum; and, if so, 
whether he will make inquiries into this 
matter, with a view to have both sets of 
clerks placed on the same footing. 


‘(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 would 
refer the hon. Member to my replies to 
the similar Questions addressed to me by 
the hon. and learned Member for North 
Louth on the 28th May, 17th June, 
and 7th July.7 


Belfast Telegraph Department--Re- 
instatement of Clerk Guilty of Stabbing. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he can 
explain under what circumstance a clerk 





+ See (4) Debates, exiii., 110 and 1162. exxiv. 
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was reinstated in the Telegraph Depart , 


ment, Belfast, after having pleaded 


guilty to stabbing a man with a dagger, | 


on 13th July, last. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
When the case came on at the assizes 
the Crown entered a nolle prosequi, and, 
as the sorting clerk and telegraphist bore 
a good character, it was not considered 
necessary to prevent him from resuming 
duty 


Overtime in Glasgow Post Office. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he can 
now state the cause of the amount of 
overtime performed in the Glasgow 
Post Office; and why the postmaster 
at that office is only now preparing his 
schedule of revision for the indoor 
staff. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The causes of the overtime in the 
Glasgow office are growth of work and 
occasional pressure of work which 
cannot be foreseen. The revision now 
under consideration is designed to 
provide for the overtime due _ to 
growth of work, but there will still 
be occasions when overtime will be 
necessary. The postmaster forwarded 
his proposals in due course. There was 
no case for a revision last year. 


Glasgow Post Office. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: To ask 
the Postmaster General whether he is 
aware that there are a number of half- 
time learners employed at Glasgow who 
are capable of taking up sorting duties ; 
and, if so, whether with a view to 
minimising the amount of overtime 
performed in the postal branch of that 
office, he will give instructions that 
these officers be put on full-time duties, 
and that they be paid the standard rate 
of wages recommended by the Tweed- 
mouth Committee. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
A number of qualified learners are 
being employed as temporary sorting 
clerks and telegraphists with a view 
to reducing the amount of overtime. 
They are paid at the minimum of the 
scale for established appointments of 
the same kind. 
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Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Toask the 
| Postmaster-General if he will state how 
many sorting clerks and telegraphists are 
ut present employed in the Glasgow 
Post Office who are not in receipt of the 
standard rate of wages—viz., 18s. a week 
when nineteen years of age, as recom- 
mended by the Tweedmouth Committee ; 
and whether seeing that these officials, 
though qualified in the telegraph school, 
were kept at a reduced wage owing to 
the Department not being able to provide 
for them in the instrument room at 
Glasgow, he will give instructions that 
the officers affected be now paid the full 
rate of wages, together with back money 
from the time they reached the age of 
nineteen, and state wl:at were the ex- 
ceptional circumstances stated in the 
Glasgow postmaster’s reply to a petition 
submitted by a number of sorting clerks 
and telegraphists upon which certain 
officers were paid back money although 
they are not even yet qualified officers. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have at present no information on 
this subject, but I am making inquiry. 


Scarcity of Raw Cotton in Lancashire. 

Me. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can explain how it is that 
there is a famine this season of raw 
cotton in Lancashire, seeing that at the 
same time no scarcity exists on the 
Continent, where full time is being 
worked ; and whether he can state when 
the Government Papers upon foreign 
legislation to prevent gambling in options 
and futures will be laid upon the Table 
of the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
have no official information which would 
enabl: me to reply to the first part of 
the Question. The Papers referred to 
in the last part of the Question will be 
issued as early as possible, but I cannot 
name a day. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that American 
cotton is being re-shipped from Liver- 
pool to New York, thus decreasing the 
supply in Lancashire, and consequently 
increasing the price famine in England, 

,and to the effect on the price of cotton 
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of the system of future options ; and, if | 
so, whether he will cause inquiry to be | 
made into the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) Vhe 
information in the possession of the 
Board of Trade does not indicate any 
recent increase in the re-export of cotton 
from the United Kingdom to the United 
States. The total amount so re-exported 
in the first seven months of the present 
year was 400,000 ewts , compared with 
459,000 ewts. in the corresponding period 
ot the previous year. During June and 
July the quantities were 72,000 and 
70,000 ewts. respectively. The quantity 
of American cotton re-exported to 
America from Liverpool in July was 
about 61,000 ewts. As at present 
advised, I do not see any object in 
having an inquiry. 


Merchandise Marks Act. 

Sik HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade why no action has been 
taken upon the unanimous recommenda- 
tion of the Select Committee on Mer- 
¢chandise Marks of 1897 that the words 
“ made abroad ” should be substituted for 
the specification of the country of origin 
upon goods marked in accordance with 
Section 16 of the Act of 1887; and, 
having regard to the declaration by the 
Committee that the specific declaration 
of country operates as an advertisement 
of the merchandise and products of 
foreign countries, and to the loss and 
discouragement of British business 
enterprise, if he will undertake to deal 
with the matter next session. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) Tt 
my hon. and gallant friend is prepared 
to bring in a Bill to give effect to the 
recommendation of the Select Commit- 
tee on Merchandise Marks, 1897, it will 
receive careful consideration from the 
Government. It is, however, by no 
means clear that that recommendation 
could be carried out consistently with 
existing treaty stipulations. 


Cost of Registration of Births, Deaths and 
iages in England and Wales. 

Mr.§ WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Gla- 

morganshire, Rhondda): To ask the 

President of the Local Government 

Board if he can state the total cost of 
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the registration of births, deaths, and 
marriages in England and Wales, and 


the relative proportion of such cost paid 


out of the rates levied for relief of the 
poor and from Imperial sources. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) Dur- 
ing the year ended Lady Day, 1902, 
boards of guardians expended the 
sum of £98,343 in respect of the regis- 
tration of births, deaths, and marriages. 
Towards this expenditure guardians 
received during the year from Imperial 
sources, through the Councils of Counties 
and County Boroughs, the sum of £9,254 
in respect of the remuneration of regis- 
trars of births and deaths. The re- 
mainder of the expenditure would fall 
on the rates. These figures, of course, do 
not take into account the cost of the 
Registrar-General’s Department. 


Public Buildings in London—Dates of 
ompletion. 


Sir CHARLES McLAREN (Leicester- 
shire, Bosworth) : Toask the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Derbyshire, 28 representing 
the First Commissioner of Works, 
if he will state the nature and objects of 
the works going on at the Palace end of 
the lake in St James's Park, and also 
the contract dates on which the new 
War Office buildings, the building in 
Parliament Square, and the Victoria 
and Albert Museum are to be completed ; 
and whether he has any official reports 
showing that the contractors are making 
due progress with the works in each 
case. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The works being carried out at the 
Palace end of the lake in St. James's 
Park are the building of a retaining 
wall in connection with the scheme of 
laying out the ground in front of the 
Palace for the Queen Victoria Memorial, 
as shown on the plan now being ex- 
hibited in the Tea Room at the House 
of Commons. These works will be «om- 
pleted by the end of October. For a 
reply to the remainder of the Question, 
attention is invited to the answer 
circulated with the Votes of the 25th of 
June last, in reply to a similar inquiry 
by the hon. Member for the Rushceliffe 
Division. 


t See (4) Debates, exxiv., 546. 
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121 (Questions. 
Improved Landing-Stage at Cooscroum, 
County Kerry. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Congested 
Districts Board will carry out the 
necessary improvements at Cooscroum, 
County Kerry, in order that the fisher- 
men may be enabled to haul up their 
boats with safety during the approaching 
autumn fishing season. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The pro- 
posal will be considered by the Board at 
its next meeting on the 10th September. 


Extension of Boat-Slip at Glen, Co. Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state why the ex- 
tension of the boat slip at Glen, County 
Kerry, is not being proceeded with ; 
whether the Congested Districts Board 
will construct a breakwater at the outer 
end; and whether, with a view to re- 
ducing the gradient on the present slip, 
the Board will imbed iron rails between 
every two of the old rails. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
informed that work on the boat-slip has 
been commenced. The Board has not 
yet considered the representations which 
it recently received in respect to the 
other works mentioned. 


Meath County Council — Suspension of 
Rate Collector. 


Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
now state if he will request the Local 
Government Board to reconsider its 
decision to remove the suspension of the 
rate collector suspended by the Meath 
County Council. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
County Council, early tkis year, sus- 
pended Mr. Coonan from the office of 
rate collector for not complying with 
the Board’s regulation requiring him to 
attend before the Secretary of the 
Council once every fortnight with his 
accounts. Mr. Coonan did not deny 
that he had been irregular in attending 
with his books, but he pleaded that 
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owing to the size and shape of his 
district he had found it difficult to 
attend every fortnight. The Board did 
not consider this explanation could be 
accepted as satisfactory ; but inasmuch 
as he had a good record for thirteen 
year, and the present was the first 
offence on his part reported to the Board, 
and as he had moreover lodged the full 
amount of his warrants within the 
prescribed time, the Board did not feel 
it could adopt the extreme step of 
depriving him of his position on the 
present occasion. It is the invariable 
practice of the Board to give a warning 
to every good officer of long service 
before dismissing him for a technical 
irregularity. Mr. Coonan gave an 
undertaking to observe the regulations 
strictly in future. If he should fail to 
comply with the undertaking hereafter 
more serious notice will be taken of 
his conduct. 


Armagh Rural District Council. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
medical officer of health has on several 
occasions reported to the Armagh Rural 
District Council that a nuisance exists 
in their area; and whether, seeing that 
the District Council has not taken any 
action, he will instruct the Local 
Government Board to make inquiries 
in the matter, 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham) The 
Question has been referred to the District 
Council for its observations. 


Disturbance at Religious Meeting at 
Clifden, County Galway. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his atttention has been 
called to an attack upon two gentlemen 
preaching in the market - square at 
Clifden, County Galway, on the 25th 
July last; and, if so, in view of the 
police being present, can he state how 
many arrests were made. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I have 
received to-day a report on the occur- 
rence referred to. No arrests were 
made on the occasion. The matter is 
now engaging the consideration of the 
Government. 
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Water Suppiy for Troops at Gosport. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War, whether he is aware that 
the Gosport water supply has been 
condemned as unfit for domestic use; 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodricl:.) 
Additional drills for non-attendance at 
camp are not required from individual 
Volunteers who do not attend camp in a 
year in which their unit does so attend. 
The number of drills required is as follow: 





and whether he will state what steps) —Artillery, Engineers (other than Sub- 
are being taken to secure a proper | marine Miners and Electrical Engineers), 
water supply for the use of His}and Royal Army Medical Corps— 
Majesty's troops stationed, in  the| Recruits, forty-five attendances of not 
district. less than one hour each. Trained men, 

| fifteen attendances of not less than one 

|hour each. Infantry, Recruits, forty 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) | attendances of not less than one hour 


The War Department as well as the) each Trained men, ten attendances of 


Admiralty have been :or some time past | no¢ Jess than one hour each. 


endeavouring to secure an improvement | 


i r ¢ ‘a uestion. The) 
in the water supply a eee “ig | Volunteer Manceuvres — Interference 


urban district council have now ap-| with Traffic on Public Roads 
pointed a special committee to consider! ,,, COMPTON RICKETT poe 
pot neg rosa rap oarhe Foes be sat _ borough): To ask the Secretary of State 
-ipcieeer «escape aking special! for War whether his attention has been 
sitet seine 'ealled to the fact that an officer of a 
Volunteer Cyclist Corps has claimed 
Military Works Bill Mounted Infantry | authority to stop traffic on a public road, 
Barracks. | and to the fact that a body of Volunteers 
Sirk ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): | suddenly broke cover and fired blank 
To ask the Secretary of State for War, | cartridge in front of a private carriage ; 
whether barracks for the mounted / and, if so, will he state whether such 
infantry will be erected under the| practices are permissible, whether notice 
powers of the Military Works Bill ;| can be given to the general public of the 
and whether it is in contemplation to | intention to occupy a high road for 

enrol and train together any permanent | exercises involving such incidents. 

force of mounted infantry. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
|No information has reached the War 
Provision is made in the Military Works Office a ae — of the —— 
Bill for barracks for mounted infantry | Mentioned. © regulations for com- 


at various training centres, but it is not | bined training, 1903, forbid firing ona 


intended to enlist men specially for | Public road unless it is unoccupied and 


mounted infantry or form a permanent | 2° horses or carriages are near, when a 
force of that description | single shot may be fired to mark the 


| position. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 


Volunteer Regulations—Extra Drills | 
. in lieu of Camp. | baal ee Merchante?’ = 
Mr. ASHER (Elgin Burghs): To ask} — \fx, RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : To ask 
the Secretary of State for War, if he will | yp. Secretary of State for War what 
state what number of drills a Volunteer, | amount was paid to foreign merchants or 
who has not attended camp, is required | producers in the years 1900, 1901, and 
to perform in order to be efficient, when | 1902 respectively for saddlery, including 
the corps to which he _ belongs hens | Sieaeats eat nemenaie 
attended camp; and does the fact that | 
the corps, to which the Volunteer belongs,| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
attends camp render it unnecessary for | The value of contracts made for harness, 
him, though not personally attending | saddlery, including blankets, numnahs, 
camp, to perform the extra drilll in order | nose bags, ete., by the War Office, either 
to be efficient. |with contractors outside the United 
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Kingdom or with contractors or agents in | 
the United Kingdom who obtained the 
articles from abroad, was as follows :— 
1899-1900, £78,939 ; 1900-1, £133,118 ; 
1901-2, £2,684 ; 1902-3, Nil. 


Home Service for 16th Lancers. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War why the 19th Hussars were ordered 
home instead of the 16th Lancers, seeing 
that the 16th Lancers left England in 
1890 and the 19th Hussars in 1891. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The introduction of the Cavalry scheme 
of reorganisation in 1897 necessitated 
certain adjustments of the roster, and 
the alteration alluded to was settled at 
that date. 


Importation of Wood Pulp. 

Sm JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the value of 
wood pulp imported into the United 
Kingdom for paper makers last year was, 
in round numbers, £250,000 from 
Canada as against £2,000,000 from Nor 
way and Sweden ; and, if so, whether 
he proposes in his fiscal policy a duty on 
the £2,000.000 worth of Scandinavian 
wood pulp, and whether wood pulp will be 
treated as a manufactured or raw ma- 
terial. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I am aware that the figures are roughly 
as stated in the Question. In answer to 
the latter part of the Question I have to 
say that I have not made any proposal 
with regard to wood pulp. 


Importation of Paper. 

Sir JOHN LENG : To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he has considered the extent to which 
the British public are indebted ‘or their 
cheap newspapers and literature to the 
use by British printers and publishers of 
£2,000,000 worth of paper manufactured 
in European countries and the United 
States; and whether he proposes to 
raise the price of that paper by the 
imposition of an import duty. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber- 
lain): I do not think that the British 
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public owe cheap literature entirely or 
mainly to the importation of foreign 
materials, but I have made no_ proposal 
to tax them. 


Distribution of Dutch Gifts to the Boers. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the Transvaal 
Government is now prepared to afford 
facilities to Mrs. Koopmans de Wet to 
send up to the Transvaal the goods still 
remaining ofthe free gifts from Holland 
to the Boers, which have been entrusted 
to her, on the understanding that she or 
her agents will be allowed to distribute 
them. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamber- 
lain.) Railway and Customs facilities 
were offered some months ago, and I am 
not aware of any obstacle to the dis- 
patch and distribution of the goods. 


Canadian Steel. 

Mr. BROTHERTON (Wakefield): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware that the 
Dominion of Canada has extended the 
bounties on Canadian steel ; and, if so, 
whether he will make any representa- 
tions with a view to prohibiting Canadian 
iron and steel from coming into this 
country. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I have no information as to the alleged 
action of the Dominion. If the question 
of extending preferential terms to our 
colonies should be decided in the affirma- 
tive, all the conditions of reciprocal trade 
will be a proper subject for inquiry and 
settlement. 


Suggested Departmental Inquiry into the 
Management of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
mission. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, having regard to 
the administrative expenses of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, and to the 
fact that the number and salaries of the 
staff employed by the said Commissioners 
are determined by the Treasury, he will 
cause a Departmental inquiry to be held 
into the administration of the said Com- 
mission, with a view to securing the 
more economical management thereof. 
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reference to the annual Reports of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners for the last 


twenty years it will be found that the | 


net income of the Commissioners in 
respect of their common fund, together 
with that derived by them from estates 
and funds held upon special trusts or 
managed by them on behalf of the 
Bishops, has risen from about £1,206,000 
for the year ending 31st October, 1883, 
to £1,785,000 for the year ending last 
October. Notwithstanding this increase 
of revenue and growth of business in 
other directions I am informed that the 
amount paid by the Commissioners for 
salaries (apart from pensions) has fallen 
from £29,526 lls. 6d. in 1883 to 
£23,999 6s. 7d. last year and, having 
regard to this and to the fact that the 
organisation of the office was the subject 
of a careful investigation by the Treasury 
twelve years ago, no cause appears to be 
shown for the Departmental inquiry 
which the hon. Member suggests. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African War Medals. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 


Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for War has his attention been 


drawn to complaints which have been 
made to the War Office and to officers 
by officers and men of the Yeomanry 
and GOolonial forces who served in South 
Africa previous to July, 1901, at not 
receiving their medals; and, if so, seeing 
that the medal rolls from these units 
were rendered previous to 31st July, 
1901, will he say when these medals 
will be issued? I beg also to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
view of the fact that the King’s medal, 
which was authorised in Army Orders 
for Octuber, 1902, has been issued to 
Regular troops, he will explain why the 
Queen’s medal applied for in July, 1901, 
has not yet been issued to men of 
the Yeomanry and Colonial forces ? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Individual 
complaints have been received and 


attended to when possible by issuing the 
medals, and the remainder will be issued 
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as quickly as is consistent with the 
proper checking of the rolls. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: Is it the case 
‘that the Yeomanry medals have been 
put on one side in order that the medals 
for the Regulars may be issued. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, there is 
no truth whatever in that. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Farehan): It isa fact that the decora- 
tions have already been conferred on 
regimental pets, and the claims of human 
beings will be considered next. 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not think 
the hon. Member has any right to make 
such an insinuation. Every single case 
has been considered. I have had lots of 
letters on the subject, and i have looked 
into every complaint personally, and 
have found that in every case it has 

_ been dye tothe medal roll being deficient. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: But is it not a 
fact that a dog anda horse have been 
decorated ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Religious Intolerance among the Boers. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ack the Seeretary 
‘of State for the Golonies, whether he 
can give the names of the Dutch Re- 
formed ministers who refused to baptise 
the children of, or to administer the 
Sacrament to Boers who surrendered 
early in the war, and the oceasions in 
which they were so refused the rites of 
their church. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): It is my hope and 
belief that the state of things in which 
‘the exhibition of intolerance was made 
has to a great extent ceased, and I do 
not think that any good purpose would 
bs served by giving the names asked 
or. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: But since 
the right hon. Gentleman considered 
that it served a good purpose to mentio: 
the matter publicly two or three days 
_ ago, will he not give his authority ’ 
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Mr. J. GHAMBERLAIN : There is 
no doubt whatever about the facts. I do 
not, however, think it necessary to intro- 
duce personal matters. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: There is grave 
doubt about the fact. That is why I 
asked the Question. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I may 
repeat that there is no doubt whatever 
about the facts; I have satisfied myself 
in regard to that. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Then give the 


names 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN : No, I will not. 


Transvaal Post Office Censorship. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether it is still the law in the Trans- 
vaal that any postmaster may intercept 
any letter or telegram which he suspects 
to contain seditious matter, and that 
any resident magistrate may open such 
letter or telegram ; and, if not, whether 
any ordinance amending the law in this 
respect will be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
been in communication with Lord 
Milner on the subject, but have not yet 
received the amending ordinance which 
is to be passed. 


Canadian Trade Statistics. 

Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if his attention has been 
called to the Annual Trade Returns of 
Canada for the twelve months just 
concluded, and especially to the increase 
in the export of manufactures; if he 
can state which of these exported manu- 
factures compete with the manu- 
factures of the home country ; and 
whether any of them are stimulated by 
bounties. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
not yet received the Annual Trade 
Returns of Canada for the fiscal year 
recently concluded. 


Preferential Duties. 
“Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
VOL. CXXVII. [FourtH SERIES. } 
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the Colonies whether the proposal {to 
levy preferential duties would affect the 
products of Malta, Cyprus, Mauritius, 
the West Indies, the Pacific Islands, 
and other minor possessions of the 
British Crown. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Ques- 


tion of the hon. Gentleman is premature. 


Up to the present time His Majesty’s 
Government have made no proposals. 


Seistan-Nushki Railway Survey. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


‘State for India whether he has received 


any report from the medical officers 
attached to the Seistan-Nushki railway 
survey party, or from Colonel 
MacMahon‘s Afghan Boundary Com- 
mission, with reference to the appearance 
in their ranks of typhus fever, or to the 
effect that several surveyors with one or 
other of these expeditions have perished 
from thirst in the Seistan deserts ; and 
whether he can give any particulars 
as to the casualties which have taken 
place. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Grorce HaMILton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): I informed the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Manchester on the 30th 
July that I had received no information 
as to the prevalence of typhus among the 
workers on the Quetta-Nushki Railway. 
As to the Seistan Irrigation Boundary 
Commission, it appears from Colonel 
MacMahon’'s reports that typhus is very 
prevalent in Seistan, and that there was 
an outbreak in his camp early in May, 
six cases having occurred, of which five 
were fatal. Steps were at once taken 
for segregation, and Colonel MacMahon 
reported on the 8th June that his camp 
had a clean bill of health. On the 24th 
June he reported the deaths of a native 
surveyor and three subordinates owing 
the failure of their water supply. 


India and Thibet. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, with regard to the Commission 
nominated by the Indian Government to 
proceed into Thibetian territory for the 
purpose of pressing British traders’ wares, 


+ See (4) Debates, exxvi., 899. 
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he will state upon what date the Commi-| British Commissioner, and that he 


131 Questions. 


sion was appointed, and the number and | would proceed, accompanied by Mr. 
quality of the military escort in attendance | White, Political Officer, Sikkim, as 
upon or following the Commissioners ;| Joint Commissioner, to meet the 
whether he can give any explanation of | Chinese and Thibetan representatives at 
the action taken < the Chinese authori-| Khambajong, the nearest inhabited 
ties, either at Pekin or in Thibet, with place on the Thibetan side to that 
reference tothe objectsofthis Commission; | portion of the frontier between Sikkim 
and whether he will communicate to Par- and Thibbet at which grazing disputes 
liament the text of the instructions issued | had arisen. Colonel Younghusband’s 
to the Commissioners. I beg also to ask | egeort consists of 200 men of a Native 
the Secretary of State for India whether | [nfantry Regiment. A reserve of 300 
any has taken place in the frontier | men js stationed at Tangu in Sikkim. 
relations between India and Thibet ; and | jf; would be contrary to the public 
whether he can makea statement as tO interest at this stage of the negotia- 
Thibetan affairs. ‘tions to make any further statement, 





Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : I will, | 
if I may, include both the Questions of 
the hon. Member in one answer. No 
change has taken place in the frontier 
relations between India and Thibet, 
which are governed by the Convention 
between Great Britain and China of | 
1890, and by the Regulations of 1893, | 
drawn up and signed by British and 
Chinese Commissioners, to give effect to | 
the provisions of the Convention. 
The Convention and the Regulations 
have been published as a Parliamentary 
Return (C. 7312 of 1894). As to the! 
action taken by the Chinese authorities, | 
I stated in reply to a Question by the! 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty | 
on the 13th instantt, that a proposal was | 
made last year by the Chinese Govern- 
ment for the despatch of a Chinese | 
Commissioner to discuss on the spot | 
certain questions relating to the frontier | 
and to trade. These questions relate to 
grazing disputes on the northern | 
frontier between Sikkim and Thibet, and | 
to the observance of that frontier as_ 
laid down under the Convention ; and | 
also to difficulties concerning the 
conduct of trade between Thibet and | 
India under the Regulations. The 
Chinese Imperial Resident at I.hasa, 
who has been corresponding on behalf 


of the Chinese Government with the) 


Government of India on the subject of 
the negotiations, was informed by the 
Viceroy of India on the 3rd June last, 
under instructions from His Majesty's 
Government, that Colonel Young- 
husband, C.LE., had been appointed 


+ See (4) Debates, exxv., 402. 





or to lay onthe Table the instructions 
to the British Commissioner. 


Children in Punjab Gaols, 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the language used by Sir Charles 
Rivaz, the Lieutenant-Governor of the 
Punjab, in his resolution on the Punjab 
Gaols Report, with reference to the 
treatment of juvenile offenders and 
habitual prisoners, and to the evils 
resulting from the association of juvenile 
with adult prisoners; whether he is 
aware that in the Punjab in 1902 there 
were 116 boys and_ twelve girls 
imprisoned under the age of sixteen, as 
well as a larye number of others to 
whom lessthan six months of imprison- 
ment was awarded; and whether the 
attention of the Government of India 
has been directed to the desirability of 
extending reformatories in India to 
prevent the contamination of juvenile 
criminals and to promote their reform. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : I have 
read the passage referred to in the Ques- 
tion. Juvenile prisoners are kept apart 
from adults even when accommodated 
in the ordinary gaols, and if the hon. 
Member will referto the paragraph he 
quotes from he will see that a reforma- 
tory, which has for some time been under 
construction, will very shortly be opened 
‘in the Punjab. The Government of 
| India and the local Governments are, I 


| believe, quite alive to the objections to 
| the confinement of juvenile offenders in 
gaols, and the object of the Lieutenant- 


| Governor's remarks was to inculcate the 
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desirability of resorting more largely to 
the provisions of Section 562 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code, which enables 
them to be released on a bond without 
being sent to gaol. 


British Military Charges on India. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Government of India have been invited 
to contribute £400,000 per annum 
towards the additional military charges 
to be incurred by the establishment of 
25,000 British troops in South Africa, 
he will state by what method of calcula- 
tion this sum has been fixed; what 
arrangement is proposed, in the event 
of any of these troops being used for 
military purposes outside India, for a 
payment to the Government of India for 
services so rendered; and whether he 
will give the House an assurance that 
Papers upon this subject will be laid 
before Parliament before any definite 
decision is arrived at. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: It has 
been suggested to the Government of 
India that, in view of the admitted 
necessity of increasing the number of 
British troops upon which they can 
count ut Once in case of emergency, it 
would be a convenient arrangement if 
12,500 men, upon whose services they 
could then count, were kept in South 


Africa, where they would be far more | 


promptly available than they would be 
if kept in this country. The sum of 
£400,000 has been taken as representing 
approximately half the additional annual 
cost to Imperial revenues involved in 
maintaining 12,500 men in South Africa 
instead of at home. So long as that 
numberof men is kept constantly avail- 
able for Indian purposes, it is proposed 
that the payment shall be continued; 
and no repayment will be expected so 
long as this condition is fulfilled. I am 
unable at present to give any assurance 
with regard to the presentation of Papers. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Has the 
despatch from the Government of India 
on this subject yet been received ? 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: No, 
Sir. Ido not expect to receive it for 
eight or ten days. 
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*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire Forest of Dean): The noble Lord in 
his reply used the words, “It has been 
suggested.” Does that mean that the 
Secretary of State in Council made the 
suggestion ? 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: Yes. 
The suggestion, as I explained, I felt to be 
one economical to India, but I thought 
it only reasonable before coming to a 
future decision to get the opinion of the 
Government of India. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): And to that no reply has 
been received % 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: Not 
yet. 


Indian Irrigation Commission Report. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the Governient 
of India have come to any decision in 
reference to the recommendations of the 
Irrigation Commission Report; and, if 
so, whether he will state what that 
decision is. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
Report of the Irrigation Commission has 
just been received, but the Government 
of India have not yet informed me of 
their views as to the action they would 
suggest to be taken on the recommenda- 
tions of the Report. 


M’Kinley Tariff. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he will lay upon 
the Table a copy of the evidence given 
before a Committee of the House of 
Representatives at Washington in 1894 
with reference tothe M’Kinley Tariff, and 
particularly the evidence of Mr. Have- 
meyer, at that time President of the 
Sugar Trust. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or Tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E., for Lord 
CRANBORNE): The Foreign Office does 


| not possess a copy of the evidence to 


which the hon. Gentleman refers, but it 
can no doubt be obtained if he wishes. 
E 2 
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Congo Free State Administration. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Hig Majesty's 
Government have yet communicated 
with the other Powers on the questions 
that have arisen concerning the adminis- 
tration of the Congo Free State ; and, if 
so, whether the terms of their despatch 
will be made public. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, for Lord 
CRANBORNE: The legal questions 
involved in the proposed communication 
to the Powers on the subject of the 
administration of the Congo State and 


the wording of the draft required careful | 


considerat on and the draft has only just 
been settled. The circular will very 
shortly be despatched. It will be made 
public at the first convenient moment 
after it has been received by the Powers 
concerned. 


Bahr-el-Ghazal. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what is the result of the negotia- 
tions for the transfer of part of the 
Bahr-el-Ghazal to the Congo Free State ; 
and whether any and, if so, what steps 
have been taken to ascertain the views 
of the inhabitants as to the proposed 
transfer. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, for Lord 
CRANBORNE: Negotiations are still 
proceeding and I am not yet in a position 
to give any information on the subject. 


Alcoholic Drinks—Purity and Maturity. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer whether he proposes to take any, 
and if so, what, steps with the view of 
securing the purity and maturity of 
alcoholic drinks ; whether he has received 
any official reports showing that 
adulterated whisky is a cause of lunacy ; 
and whether he will consider the 
advisability of setting up a standard of 
purity for spirits in the interest of public 
health. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): Perhaps the -right hon. 
Gentleman can at the same time answer 
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my Question as to whether he has re- 
ceived any official information showing 
the evil done by unadulterated drink ? 


THe CHANCELLOR oF tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircute, Croydon): 
That is rather too large a question to be 
dealt with across the floor of the House. 
In reply to the Question on the Paper 
the answer to the first two is in the 
negative, but of course I shall be glad to 
consider any evidence or representations 
on the subject that may be laid before 
me. I may refer the hon. Member to 
the Answers given on the same subject 
on the 6th ultimo. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Has 
not the right hon. Gentleman received any 
official information as to the agitation in 
Glasgow on the subject of lunacy follow- 
ing on the drinking of Scotch whisky. 


[No answer was returned.| 


Cost of the Pacific Cable. 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer what is the total amount 
charged to the Exchequer up to 3lst 
March, 1903, in respect of interest, sink- 
iug fund, and working expenses of the 
Pacific cable ; how much of that amount 
is due from the colonies which undertake 
to share the cost of the cable ; and when 
this latter sum will be received. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The audit of the 
Pacific Cable Board’s accounts to the 
31st March, 1903, has just been com- 
pleted. The accounts have not yet been 
formally transmitted to the Treasury, but 
I have ascertained that they show a total 
net expenditure, charged to the Exchequer 
Grant, up to 31st March last, of 
£91,437 4s. 1ld. This charge covers 
interest, and also the working expenses of 
the cable so far as they exceeded the traffic 
receipts. It includes nothing for sinking 
fund, as the first instalment of the 
annuity for repayment of the money 
borrowed for construction does not become 
payable till December next. The share 
due from the contributing colonies in- 
respect of the expenditure to 31st March 
last is £65,374 5s. 4d., and payment will 
be claimed from the colonies as soon as 
the Board’s accounts are received. 





t See (4) Debates, exxiv., 1397. 
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Imprisonment under the Vaccination 
Acts. 


Mr. BAYLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that on 
27th July last four defaulters under the 
Vaccination Acts, living at Clayton, 
Yorkshire, were arrested and conveyed 
to Wakefield Prison ; and, if so, whether 
he will call for a Report as to why distress 
was not first attempted for the recovery 
of the fines imposed on them. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS 
DouG.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : I have 
made inquiry, and find that distress 
warrants were issued in these cases. I 
am informed that no sufficient goods 
could be found on which to levy distress, 
and commitments were issued in the 
ordinary course. 


Metropolitan Police Fund. 

*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston): I wish to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
will state what is the average amount or 
balance during the year in the Bank of 
England of money belonging to the 
Metropolitan Police Fund Account for 
which no interest is received. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The average 
balance during the year ended the 31st 
March, 1903, on which no interest was 
received, was £131,968. 


Foreign Made Tram Rails. 

Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he can state what 
proportion of the tram-rails laid in the 
United Kingdom during the last ten 
years are of British manufacture, and 
what proportion of Continental manu- 
facture ; and will he also give the same 
particulars as to the tram-rails laid in 
the metropolitan area in particular. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): The Board of Trade have no 
information which would enable them to 
answer the first portion of the hon. 
Member’s Question. With regard to the 
second paragraph, I have communicated 
with the London County Council, and 
they inform me that in connection with 
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the re-construction for electrical traction 
of their tramways, about 5,000 tons of 
rails of British manufacture, and 10,720 
tons of rails of foreign manufacture have 
been purchased by the Council. 
Previously to the transfer the company 
used about 1,009 tons per annum of 
foreign rails, and none of British manu- 
facture. They add that they have no 
information as to the rails used by the 
North Metropolitan Tramways Company 
—the lessee of the Council’s northern 
tramways—nor as to what is done by 
other tramway companies in London. 


Government Audits—Attendance of 
Rural Overseers. 

*Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board, whether his at- 
tention has been drawn to the inconveni- 
ence caused to overseers in rural districts 
by requiring their attendance, as a matter 
of course, in addition to that of the 
assistant overseer, on the occasion of the 
audit by the Department auditor ; and, if 
so, whether he will consider the possibility 
of releasing them from personal attend- 
ance unless they receive a notice from 
the auditor that their presence will be 
required on any particular occasion. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.) : My attention has not 
been drawntoany recent complaints of this 
kind. It it the duty of an overseer to 
attend the audits of his accounts, and I 
am advised that it is often found of much 
advantage that one at least of the over- 
seers of the parish should be present. 
But I am willing to give consideration to 
the subject. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman allow me to lay before him 
fuller information than appears to be in 
his possession on this matter ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes; [ shall 
be very pleased to receive, and carefully 
consider, any such further information. 


St. Faith’s, Norfolk, Rates. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been drawn to the effect of the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act on the rates levied on 
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ratepayers other than occupiers of 
agricultural land in the union of St. 
Faith’s, Norfolk; whether he is aware 
that, out of £10,932 raised in that union 
for the year ending on 25th March last, 
only £948 was Government grant under 
this Act, £2,388 being raised from 
agricultural land, and £7,596 from other 
hereditaments, about £800 more than 
the owners of such hereditaments would 
have had to pay if the Act had not 
been passed; and, if so, whether the 
Government intend to take steps to 
relieve the ratepayers throughout the 
country districts from this extra burden. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My attention 
has been drawn to this matter. I have 
not yet received Returns as to the rates 
raised in the union during the year in 
question, and I am not in a position to 
investigate the figures given by the hon. 
Member. | have applied for the Returns 
referred to, and on receiving them I 
will look further into the matter. I 
may point out, however, that the grants 
under the Agricultural Rates Act in 
respect of the area of the union for the 
year ended Lady Day, 1902, amounted to 
over £1,500. The sum of £948 men- 
tioned in the Question is the grant to 
the guardians only, whilst the amounts 
mentioned as raised from rates would 
appear to include the expenses of other 
local authorities also. 


Secondary Schools Curriculum. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether his attention has 
been directed to complaints in secondary 
schools recognised under Division A, 
that the number of hours allotted to 
obligatory subjects are excessive, and 
that insufficient time is left for languages, 
literature, and history, and to the fact 
that a number of the schools in Division 
A adopt that division because they are 
able to earn larger grants under it than 
they would in Division B; and, if so, 
whether the Board of Education will 
reconsider the grants to secondary schools 
with a view to granting equal assistance 
to any schools doing sound educational 
work and ceasing the present discrimina- 
tion in favour of science subjects. 


{COMMONS} 
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THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE. 
TARY To THE BOARD cr EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittiam ANsoN, Oxford Univer- 
sity): The Board are aware that such 
complaints have been made, and are at 
the present time carefully considering 
the whole question. Perhaps I may 
refer the hon. Member to what I said 
in this House when the Education 
Estimates were being discussed.+ The 
teaching of science demands a somewhat 
larger grant than the teaching of some 
other subjects owing to the expenditure 
of material involved. 


Chairs in Public Parks. 

*Mr. CREMER: I wish to ask the hon. 
Member for West Derbyshire, as repre- 
senting the First Commissioner of Works, 
if he will say (1) whether, previous to 
1896, anything was paid by the person 
who was granted the privilege of placing 
chairs in the parks ; (2) whether the 
chairs now in the parks are supplied by 
the same person, and, if so, (3) what is 
the name of the person or contractor ; 
(4) when the present contract was 
entered into and when it expires; (5) 
what amount is now annually received 
by the Government from the contractor ; 
(6) whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of requiring a larger payment by 
future contractors; (7) whether his 
attention has been called to the decrease 
in the number of free seats in the parks 
since the practice commenced of placing 
chairs there and charging the public 
for their use; and, if so, whether he 
proposes to take any action in the 
mnatter. 


Wr. VICTOR CAVENDISH : (Derby- 
shire, N.): There are numerous licence- 
holders for chair-letting in the Royal 
parks, but the hon. Member probably 
refers to the case of Hyde Park. 
The joint licencees for that park are 
Mr. Powell and Mr. Shotton, who 
represented the licencees previous to 
1896. The existing licence was issued 
for five years from April 1, 1901, and 
the payment received for it is £1,000 
per annum ; before 1896 nothing was 
received. When the time of the expira- 
tion of the present licence is at hand 
the First Commissioner proposes to 





+ See (4) Debates, cxxv., 179. 
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reconsider the arsangements. The 
First Commissioner is not aware of 
any decrease in the number of free seats. 


Annunciators in Members Rooms. 

Mr. PATRICK O BRIEN (Kilkenny): I 
beg to ask the hon. Member for West 
Derbyshire, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works whether, with a 
view to the convenience of Members, he 
will consider the desirability of having 
annunciators placed in the public dining 
room, the tea-room and the reading-room 
during the recess. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: As the 
hon. Member was informed in answer to 
a Question on the 7th of April last, there 
is no provision for new annunciators in 
the Estimates of the current year.t The 
First Commissioner has no hopes of 
being able to meet the cost out of 
savings, and can only promise to consider 
the matter in the preparation of the 
Estimates for 1904-5. 


Irish Land Commission. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of Roman Catholics, Protestants, 
and other denominations filling other 
than subordinate positions wn the 
Trish Land Commission, and the number 
of each denomination promoted during 
the past three years. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
religions of persons in the service of the 
Irish Land Commission are not officially 
recorded. 


Mr. MURPHY: Surely there can be 
no difficulty in getting the information 1 


|No answer was returned. | 


Donaghadee Harbour. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will inquire as to the delay in compl'et- 
ing the harbour works at Donaghadee ; 
and whether he will take steps to press 
on the necessary works before the winter 
months set in. 





+ See (4) Debates, exx., 1252, 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commis- 
sioners of Public Works are using every 
effort to complete the works at the 
earliest possible date. The more im- 
portant repairs will, it is expected, be 
completed before the winter. 


Irish National Education Office—Book 
epartment. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that certain officers formerly 
employed in the book department of 
the National Education Office (Ireland) 
have, on the abolition of that depart- 
ment, been appointed to positions of 
equal value in other departments, while 
other officers of equal merits and claims 
have not been equally well placed ; and, 
if so, will he state who they are, and 
explain why they were so treated; and 
will he see that all deserving officers of 
the abolished book department are pro- 
vided with equally good appointments ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question 
refers to a number of persons employed 
in packing books, whose services were 
dispensed with on the abolition of the 
book department. They were paid 
weekly wages, and were not entitled to 
pensions. Gratuities, however, were 
paid to those who had lengthened ser- 
vice. The Commissioners had no 
responsibility in the matter of the re- 
employment of thesemen. Nevertheless 
they made every effort to obtain appoint- 
ments for them, and these efforts have 
been successful except in the case of one 
man. 


Kilmainham Prison. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that for want of a proper waiting- 
room visitors of both sexes to prisoners 
in Kilmainham Prison are obliged to 
wait their turn to visit outside the 
prison gate and under the public gaze; 
and, if se, whether, seeing that Kilmain- 
ham is the prison for remand cases for 
Dublin and a district embracing several 
counties, that visitors are numerous and 
principally females, that females taking 
food to untried prisoners are obliged to 
expose the meals for officialfinspection 
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on the floor of an entrance porch, and 
under the view of the public passers-by, 
he will provide a covered waiting-room 
with seating accommodation ? 





Mr. WYNDHAM: Visitors are some- 
times exposed to the public view, but 
the inspection of food conveyed to untried 
prisoners is carried out inside the prison. 
It is proposed to alter the committal 
areas at an early date, and this will 
have the effect of removing the in- 
convenience complained of. Remand 
prisoners would then be sent to Mount- 
joy Prison, where the accommodation 
for visitors is more suitable. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is it not 
the fact that the meals taken in by 
females are inspected in view of the 
public ? Will the right hon. Gentleman 
see that a proper waiting-room is 
provided 3 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I understand that 


the alterations will remove that incon-| 


venience. 


Police and the Bishopswood Assembly. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will explain why on Sunday, 
19th July, and following Sunday, police 
numbering about 150 were drafted 
from the towns of Clonmel, Cahir, and 
surrounding stations into the townland 
of Bishopswood (near Dundrum, County 
Tipperary), a district free from crime ; 
is he aware that sports had been held 
there ; if so, will he say on whose lands 
they were carried out ; is he aware that 
there was a public-house in the locality 
to which the parties at these public sports 
had free access : and will he further say 
who is to bear the expense of these 
constabulary visits ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


The number of 


police assembled on each occasion was, 


about fifty. The force was present for 
the preservation of the peace; the 


circumstances are well known locally | 


No public sports were held in the 
locality. The cost of the concentration 
will be borne by the Constabulary Vote. 
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Kilballyowen Property. 

| Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
'to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
|Lieutenant of Ireland can he state 
whether the management of the pro- 
perty of The O’Grady, of Kilballyowen,. 
is in the hands of the Judge of the Lan® 
Court; and, if so, who is the Receiver ; 
if not in the Land Judge’s Court, who is 
the agent ; and can he say whether the 
tenants in the village of Herbertstown 
will receive facilities for purchasing their 
holdings, as the farmer tenants on the 
estate have got during the past few 
years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No proceedings 
have ever been instituted for the sale of 
this property in the Land Judge’s Court. 
The agent is Mr. Arthur White, of 
Limerick. I have no information show- 
ing whether the provisions of the Land 
Bill or Land Acts are applicable to the 
tenants specially referred to. 


Darley Estate, Killarney. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the fact 
that the aid of the police was given 

recently for rent seizures on the Darley 

estate, near Killarney, he will, having 
regard to the opportunities for sales now 
offered to the owners of this and similar 
estates, refuse the assistance of the police 
force at rent seizures in future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No protection has 

recently been given by the police for the 
purpose mentioned. In respect to the 
‘second part of the Question it is the 
-bounden duty of the police to afford 
protection in the execution of decrees 
issued by a competent Court of law. 


' Mr. MURPHY: Will the right. hon. 
Gentleman refuse police protection in 
cases where the distress warrants, are 
issued by the lard agents themselves ? 


| [No answer was returned. | 


Congestion in Derryaughta. 
Mr. KILBRIDE: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been directed to the congested condition 
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of the townland of Derryaughta, county 
Kildare, and to the fact that twenty- 
eight families there, comprising 161 
individuals, have a valuation under £4, 
that the houses are small and the 
majority unfit for human habitation, 
and to the advertisement of 450 acres 
of meadowing to be sold by auction in 
the neighbourhood; and whether in 
view of the fact that there are untenanted 
grazing tracts between Athy and Kildare, 
steps will be taken to enlarge the hold- 
ings where necessary in Derryaughta 
and Ballybracken electoral division. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [have no info-ma- 
tion on the first part of the Question; 
the Land Bill now before Parliament 
provides for the enlargement of holdings 
in such cases. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire as to the first part of 
the Question ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: 


I will draw the 


attention of the Estates Commissioners | 


to the case when they are appointed. 


Meeting in Greencastle National School. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 


a meeting held in the Greencastle 
Presbyterian National Schools, on 
Wednesday evening, 29th July; and 


whether in view of the rules of the 
National Board of Education, the action 
of the manager in allowing the meeting 
to be held in the schools has been 
brought under the notice of the National 
Board of Education; and, if so, what 
action they propose to take. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
have requested their Inspector to make 
a full Report in respect to the meeting 


held in the Whitehouse National School | 


on the date mentioned. When the 
report has been received the matter will 
be considered by the Comimssioners. 


Hawkers in Phoenix Park, Dublin. 
Mr. JAMES OCONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
the College Divisionof Dublin, I beg to ask 


theChief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
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|of Ireland whether he is aware that 


persons are in the habit of assembling 
round a certain spot in the Phoenix 
Park, Dublin, opposite the Viceregal 
Lodge, offering for sale to tourists photo- 
graphs and various other articles pur- 
porting to be souvenirs of the occurrence 
of the 6th of May, 1882, and that the 
Council of the County of Dublin have 
passed a resolution calling on the Board 
of Works to put a stop to these proceed- 
ings ; and, if so, whether he will urge 
the Board of Works to take action in 
this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a fact that 
hawkers and other persons of this class 
are in the habit of congregating on the 
spot indicated, and also at other points 
in the Park. I will lookinto the matter 
and see whether it is practicable to take 
action. 


Irish Poor Law Medical Officers. 

*Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Vice- 
regal Commission appointed to inquire 
into and report upon the question of the 
amalgamation of Irish Poor Law unions 
and other questions have power to inquire 
into the grievances of Poor Law medical 
officers in the matter of salaries, holidays, 
and locum tenens ; and, if so, can he ex- 
plain why the Commission refused evi- 
dence tendered by medical men on this 
point ; and whether, in view of the diffi- 
culty of getting qualified medical officers 
for certain unions where vacancies now 
exist, because of the insufficient salaries 
offered, he proposes to direct the Com- 
mission to invite evidence on these 
questions which affect medical officers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commission 
will consider the general question of the 
amalgamation of unions and other 
reforms in Irish Poor Law Administra- 
tion, which are indicated in the published 
warrant constituting the Commission. 
The deliberations of the Commission have 
been limited in their scope with a view 
to the completion of the necessary 
inquiries in the shortest possible time, 
and to the avoidance of matter, such 
as the grievances of t!.e medical officers, 
which are regarded as highly conten- 
tious. These grievances can only be 
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a more suitable opportunity for consider- 
ing them will arise when the Commission 
referred to has made its Report. 


Irish Petty Sessions Clerk. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland has issued any instructions 
regarding the retirement of petty 
session clerks and the age limit ; and, if 
so, are clerks included who are compe- 
tent to discharge their duties to the 
satisfaction of the justices, and are the 
justices to be eonsulted when such re- 
tirements are contemplated as to the 
competency and efficiency of their clerks ; 
and, if clerks who are efficient, and 
whose services are over twenty years, 
are retired compulsorily, will he state 
on what scale their pensions are calcu- 
lated, and whether any additional expense 
will be thrown on the county. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Lord Lieu- 
tenant has made a rule prescribing that 
petty sessions clerks appointed subse- 
quently to the 20th April last shall be 
retired on reaching the age of seventy 
years. Clerks appointed before that date, 
on reaching the age of seventy, will be 
continued in office from year to year so 
long as they prove efficient. The pensions 
of clerks will, as heretofore, be calculated 
on the ordinary Civil Service scale. No 
additional expense will be involved by 
the rule in question. 


Ballaghaline Fishery Pier. 

© Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E,): € beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
resolution of the Clare County Council 
to the effect that the county contribu- 
tion towards the erection of Ballaghaline 
Fishery Pier should be increased by £50 
to secure his offer of £100, in addition 
to the sum of £200 already voted by the 
Dapartment of Agriculture for this 
work ; and, if so, whether he will make 
good the promise he made in reference 
to this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cost of the 
erection of a boat slip at this place is 
estimated at £400. The Department of 
Agriculture offered in February last to 
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remedied at the ratepayer’s expense, and | 
recollection of a promise to contribute 
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contribute one-half the cost. I have no 


any sum in addition. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I hope 
I have a copy of the letter. Still it is 
the fact that the promise was made. 


Arms and Ammunition Licences in 
North Tipperary. 

Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.) ; 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will state on what basis of calculation 
and expediency resident magistrates 
in Ireland issue licences for the sale 
of arms and ammunition in the various 
towns and districts ; whether he is aware 
that as regards North Tipperary, Nenagh, 
the capital town, with a population of 
4,722, and a district population of 24,932, 
is restricted to two licences for the pur- 
pose, while Borrisokane, with the minimum 
population of 666, is allowed to have 
three vendors ; that Rosere, with a popu- 
lation less than half that of Nenagh, is 
provided with three or more; that 
Thurles, less than Nenagh, with three or 
four ; and Tipperary Town, but a little 
larger population than Nenagh, has six 
licences for the sale of arms and ammuni- 
tion ; and, if so, whether he can see his 
way to consider the case of Mr. James 
Harkness, of Nenagh, the son of a former 
military armourer, with a view to his 
being granted a licence to carry on this 
business, to which he has been brought up, 
seeing that against his character no 
_ charge has been made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The issue of licences 
for the sale of arms and ammunition is 
vested by statute in the discretion of the 
resident magistrate of the district, and is 
not regulated solely by considerations 
such as are suggested in the Question. 
Every application is considered on its 
merits, and in determining whether 4 
‘licence shall be granted, the licensing 
officer is influenced by the character and 
fitness of the applicant as well as by con- 
siderations aftecting the requirements of 
the district. In the present case the 
county inspector, and also the local police, 
reported adversely on Mr. James Hark- 
ness, and were of opinion that he was 
not a fit and proper person to be en- 
trusted with a vendor’s licence. The 


resident magistrate thereupon declined 
| to give him a licence. 
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Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN: What were the 
reasons given in the adverse Report ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One was that Mr. 
Harkness was very lax in making Re- 
turns. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN : I shall be com- 
pelled to raise a debate on this Question. 


Irish National Library. 

*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the complaint of the trustees of the 
National Library of Ireland as to the 
unsatisfactory lighting of the reading 
room ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that this room is largely resorted to in 
the evening, as shown by the figures 
given inthe same and previous Reports, 
steps will be taken during the current 
year to substitute for the old arc lights 
now in use some newer form of artificial 
lighting. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Exutot, Dur- 
ham): I have seen the Reports referred 
to. Iam informed that the lighting of 
the reading room of the National Library 
is no doubt capable of improvement 
either by the substitution for® the old 
arc lights now in use of newer arc lights 
or of incandescent lights, but the 
question is complicated by the limits of 
power of the boilers and engines from 
which the present light is obtained. 
The question will be looked into before 
the Estimates for next year are sub- 
mitted to Parliament. 


The Fiscal Inquiry. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state if the Cabinet 
inquiry into the fiscal system will include 
inquiry into the effects of the present 
fiscal system upon Ireland, considered 
a8 a separate entity; and whether he 
can state if any, and, if so, what steps 
will be taken to ascertain the exports 
and imports between Ireland and Great 
Britain. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course the 
inquiry means an inquiry into the 
fiscal system of the United Kingdom, 
including Ireland. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH: Will it apply to 
Ireland as a separate fiscal entity ? 


(Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can only 
say it includes all parts of the United 
Kingdom. 


Licensing Legislation. 

Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) : I beg to ask the First Lord o‘ the 
Treasury whether he can now inform 
the House as to the intentions of the 
Government with reference to the 
question of brewers’ licences. 


Sik WILFRID LAWSON: Perhaps 
at the same time the First Lord of the 
Treasury will answer my Question on 
the same subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; the two 
Questions are almost identical. The 
events which gave rise to a widespread 
feeling of insecurity on the part of 
English licence-holders, and which have 
caused many of them to be deprived 
of their property through no fault of 
their own, took place subsequently to 
the meeting of Parliament and the 
settlement of the legislative programme 
for the year. It was therefore impossible 
to deal with the subject in the course 
of the present session ; but the Govern- 
ment propose to take it up at the 
earliest possible moment after the 
re-assembling of Parliament. 


Str W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford): May I ask whether the proposed 
Bill will provide a safeguard against 
or remedy for any confiscation of licensed 
property consequential to proceedings 
taken at the annual brewster sessions in 
February next 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): May I 
ask whether any proposal that may be 
brought forward would exclude the 
claims of brewers for any imaginary 
loan that may be on a house ? 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON: May I 
ask whether the Bill which the right 
hon. Gentleman has foreshadowed is to 
be confined entirely to the matter he 
has menticned, or is it to be a general 





licensing Bill ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
would be inexpedient, and the House 
will probably take the same view, to 
attempt to foreshadow the details of 
the Bill, whose general object I think 
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|anything would be gained, even from 
the point of view of the right hon, 
Gentleman, by attempting to hurry 
some of them on so as to have them 
ready before the House rises. 


I have very explicitly stated to the, 


House. Perhaps the hon. Member for 
Woolwich will accept that as an answer 
to his Question. With regard to the 


Question of my right hon. friend, he will | 
bear in mind that no licences can be | 


withheld by the brewster sessions with- 
out an appeal to quarter sessions; and 
I should hope that in the interval that 
must elapse between those two events 
the House will be able to express its 
views on the subject. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 


dee): May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he will consider the propriety 


of raising the price of licences to a level | 
corresponding to the monopoly value? | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think | 


it would be very wise for me to say what 
I shall, or shall not consider in dealing 


with this difficult problem; but no} 


doubt any suggestion the |.on. Member 
may make will receive due consideration. 


The Fiscal Inquiry. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury has the 
Government prepared a_ list of 
manufactured articles imported to this 
country under conditions that enable 
them to be sold under cost price ; and, 
if so, will the list be published. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
Board of Trade will be in a position at 
no distant date to publish a good many 
Returns and tables which they are 
preparing. I do not think much would 
be gained by attempting to anticipate 
the contents of these tables. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Do the 
Government propose to present to the 
House before it rises any of the results 


of their inquiry which have already 


been arrived at ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should 


doubt whether any of these tables will 
be ready. 
published together, and I do not think 


A block of them will be. 


| Mr. BRYCE: Will anything be 
| published during the recess or shall we 
ase to wait till the House re-assembles ? 
Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: There will 
be publications long before the House 
meets again—indeed, I hope at no distant 
| date after the House rises. 


| Sale of Butter Bill. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
'whether he is aware that the Sale of 
| Butter Bill was demanded by agri- 
culturists and the provision trade of 
the United Kingdom as being in the 
interests of the public and also of com- 
mercial morality; and whether he is 
prepared to give an assurance that the 
Government intend early next session 
to introduce and pass through Parlia- 
ment a Bill on similar lines to that 
which has been withdrawn. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ am aware 
that there is much interest taken in this 
| Bill by a large section of the agricultural 

community, although I believe there is 
a section among the agricultural 
community which opposes it. I shall 
very favourably consider the possibility 
of passing it into law next session ; but 
I hardly like to give more pledges than 
I have already given with regard to 
legislation for next year, lest we should 
find ourselves involved in a premature 
discussion of the King’s Speech. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BRYCE: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury what Bills he pro- 
poses to take this evening after Supply 
is concluded. Would it not be conveni- 
ent and more in accord with the spirit of 
our rules to take Reports of Supply instead 
of other business if Supply itself is con- 
cluded before twelve o'clock? I assume the 
right hon. Gentleman will not take the 
Sugar Convention Bill. 1 would also like 
to know whether there is any question of 
going on with the Port of London Bill, 
and what Bills would be taken to-morrow 
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after the Committee stage of the Motor- | AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION IN ELE- 
car Bill, so that hon. Members may know MENTARY SCHOOLS BILL. 
whether there is any possibility of going} ‘For promoting Agricultural Educa- 
week-ending, a phrase which we owe, I tion and nature study in public ele- 
believe, to the right hon. Gentleman. mentary schools,” presented by Mr. Jesse 
| Collings; supported by Sir John Kenna- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I regard with | Way, Mr. Rothschild, Mr. Seymour 
horror the neologism which is imputed to | Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Flower, Mr. Spear, 
me. As to the best method of spending | Mr - Morrell, Colonel Webb, and Sir 
the time up to twelve o'clock, seeing that | Fortescue Flannery ; to be read a second 
there is a certain amount of business we | time upon Tuesday next, and to be 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 





must get through, I do not think it would | 
be convenient now to introduce the inno- 
vation suggested by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, as it would throw an additional strain 
on the time and health of Members. I 
am afraid I shall be obliged to ask the | 
House to proceed with the Third Reading 
of the Sugar Convention Bill to-night, and 
after that I propose to go on with Bills 
which are considered of a non-controver- 
sial character. The Port of London Bill 
will not be taken this week. 


Mr. BRYCE: When will the considera- 
tion of the Cunard agreement be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
day. Not this week. 


I cannot fix a 


Sik ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman state what 
course it is proposed to take with regard 
to the Port of London Bill? If it is not 
intended to take it this session will it be 
carried over to next session 1? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can only say 
that it is impossible for me to make any | 
further statement on the subject to-day | 
than that it will be impossible to take the 
Bill this week. 


NEW BILLS. 


RETURNING OFFICERS’ EXPENSES 
BILL. 

“To provide for the payment of Re- 
turning Officers’ Expenses out of the 
rates,” presented by Mr. Herbert 
Samuel; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. 
Dillon, Mr. Charles Douglas, Sir William 
Holland, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Lloyd-George, 
Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
J. W. Wilson, and Mr. J. H. Whitley ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day next, and to be printed. (Bill 314.) | 


' 


| Ireland. 


printed. (Bill 315.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Ordered, That on this day, notwith- 
Danding anythinz in Standing Order 
15, Business other than Business of 
Supply may be taken before Midnight, 
and Business in Committee or Proceed- 
ings on Report of Supply may be taken 
after midnight.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


SUPPLY [22ND ALLOTTED Day]. 
(Considered in Committee.) 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903—4. 


Crass IIs 


1. £116,499, to complete the sum for 
stepartment of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, Ireland. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) 
said he wished to direct attention to the 
condition of the National Library of 
The growth of the Library 
during the last quarter of the century had 
been great. In 1878, the attendance 
numbered only 27,000; but in a few 
years afterwards, when the Library was 
transferred to the present building, the 
attendance increased to 50,000, and now 
numbered about 150,000. He had no 
detailed knowledge as to the increase 
in the number of volumes; but it would 
probably be found to be at least in pro- 


| portion to the increase in the number of 


readers. The July bequest alone had 
added some 20,000 volumes, besides an 
immense mass of pamphlets, prints, 
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and MSS. What had been done 
by the Irish Government and the Trea- 
sury to meet the growing demands of 
this institution? It was perfectly true 
that from year to year alittle had been 
done. For instance, the Treasury had 
given a Vote of £200—in answer to the 
repeated requests of the Trustees—for the 
purposeof cataloguing. That amount had 
now been paid for four years, and he 
hoped it would continue as long as it was 
required, as the work of cataloguing was | 
by no means completed. The work fell 
into arrear because of the permanent 
under-staffing of the Library. The grati- 
tude which the trustees showed for 
small favours was almost pathetic. They 
referred in their last Report to twenty 
additional electric lamps, and similar 
small improvements such as no member 
of the Committee would hesitate for a 
moment in ordering any day for his 
private library, should they chance to 
be required. 


The grievances complained of fell 
under three heads. Firstly, the salaries 
of the officers of the Library were 
not on a proper footing; secondly, 
the staff was entirely insufficient; and 
thirdly, the new wing, which was so long 
projected, had never been built. As 
regarded the staff, he might mention | 
that two very valuable pamphlets— one | 
a first edition of Fitzgerald's Rubsiyat 
of Omar Khayy4m, and the otherShelley’s | 
** Address to the Irish People "—were 
discovered and brought to the librarian 
by an attendant who was in receipt 
of only fifteen shillings per week 
or thereabouts. That showed that the 
duties of the attendants were very 
responsible indeed, and that they ought 
to be remunerated accordingly. Then, 
as to under-staffing, he would compare 
the staffs of the British Museum and the 
South Kensington Art Library with the 
staff at the National Library. In 1900 
the attendances at the National Library 
were 148,000. The staff consisted of one 
librarian, two assistants, and twelve 
library attendants. The attendances at 
the British Museum were 188,000, or 
only 40,000 more; but the staff con- 
sisted of twenty-eight officers and fifty 
library attendants. The attendances at 


the South Kensington Art Library were 
only 23,000; and there the staff con- 
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sisted of one keeper and five assistants, 
Mr. Hugh Law. 
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as well as a number of attendants. Then 
as to the lighting of the Library, he 
found, when he read there a great deal 
some years ago, that the lighting was 
extremely bad, and he hoped it would 
be improved. The new wing was very 
badly wanted; at present there was 
no place in which books could be un- 
picked. He had noticed great piles of 
wooden boxes blocking up one side of 
the entrance hall, and he had only 
recently discovered that they contained 


'vo'umes sent by an American scientific 


society, which could not even be unpacked 
simply because there was no room. 
Further, the .Library required a news- 
paper department, a map department, a 
patents-consultation department, a manu- 
script room, and a cataloguing room. 
The trustees had over and over again 
urged the necessity of completing the 
building, and he earnestly hoped it 
might be possible to make the necessary 
provision in the Estimates for that pur- 
pose next year. He also hoped that 
there would be a real change of spirit on 
the part of the Irish Government and 
the Treasury in dealing with the Library, 
He thought they ought to meet the de- 
mands of the Trustees in a very different 


spirit to that which they had shown in 


the past ; and he would suggest to the 
right hon. Gentleman that it might be 
well to consider whether the Estimate 
for the Library should be taken from 
its present position as a sub-head 
of the Department of Agriculture and 


‘put in an independent position of its own 


However that might be, he would urge 
upon the Treasury the necessity of 
dealing in a very different spirit with 
the growing demands of the Library, even 
when all the specific departments re- 
ferred to had been remedied. It ought 
to be recognised that the Library had 
done extraordinary good work in Dublin. 
It was one of the few institutions which 
were thoroughly popular, and many 
people who were debarred from the 
benefits of University cducation found 
their best chance in the reading-rooms 
of obtaining some of that culture which 
Cardinal Newman had declared to be 
the aim and purpose of University 
education. 


*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said he had 
great pleasure in seconding the appeal 
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made by the hon. Member for West 


Donegal. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary, as far back as 6th 
April, had promised that the whole 
matter would be considered on the next 
year’s Estimates but the hon. Member 
for West Donegal had, nevertheless, 
done a great public service by adver- 
tising what had been done by this in- 
stitution. In Dublin t:e National 
Library filled the same position as the 
British Museum in this country, but 
it had not a right to a copy of 
all the books published, and conse- 
quently it was only enabled to go on 
with the assistance of the Treasury. 
There was no reason now why the 
Treasury should not build the east wing 
of the Library. It appeared in the 
original plans, and was only dropped in 
1884 on the ground of economy. The 
staff, though inadequate, had done its 
work extremely well, and had always 
worked to the utmost in its power, but 
it was ridiculous that a national institu- 
iton of this kind should be crippled for 
want of a few additional attendants. 
The inadequacy of the accommodation 
was shown by the fact that when some 
years ago an offer was made by the 
American Pati nt Office to supply copies 
of all specifications for patents, that 
offer had to be declined. The east wing 
was absolutely necessary for the storage 
of newspapers, Ordnance Survey maps 
and patent specifications. In _ Ire- 
land there was no Patent Office, and the 
only place in which to follow up patents 
was the National Library, and there 
was now absolutely no room to store 
the specifications cf new patents, Ameri- 
can as well as English. If Irish in- 
ventors were to be given a chance, some 
extension must be made in order to 
store all those new patent specifications. 

It had been pointed out that the 
National Library was almost a Univer- 
sity institution. One of the great move- 
ments in Ireland at the present time 
was the culture of the Irish language, 
and he might mention, as an example of 
what was being done by voluntary effort, 
that classes in Irish philology were con- 
ducted by Professor Strachan of 
Manchester during the past month in 
Dublin. He was glad to bear tribute to 
the excellence of Mr. Lyster, the 
librarian. He was one of the best 
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officials he knew in Ireland, and was 
desirous, he was quite certain, of having 
a complete collection of the works of 
Irish philologists, such as Zimmer, 
Pedersen and other Continental scholars, 
but he had neither the means nor the 
room at his disposal. If Irish 
scholarship was to keep ahead in this 
ntellectual movement into which so 
many of the young men and women of 
Iréland were throwing themselves with 
so much energy, it was necessary that 
the National Library, if it was to con- 
tinue its great work, should be complete 
in this matter. He hoped the Com- 
mittee would receive a specific assurance 
that there would be a fair and full 
settlement with regard to the points 
put by his hon. friend the Member for 
West Donegal. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE. 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover) said 
it was perfectly true that the Library 
was annually visited by a larger number 
of students, and was becoming the centre 
of intellectual life of the whole of Ire- 
land. Such an institution, embracing 
so large a circle of intellectual life, would, 
he was sure, be regarded by his right 
hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer with a friendly eye. Something 
had been done, as the hon. Member had 
admitted. The Member for West 
Donegal raised, in the first place, the 
specific question of salaries of keepers, 
servants, and staff generally. With re- 
gard to that adepartmental inquiry had 
been appointed with the consent of the 
Treasury, and the Committee had now 
finished its inquiries. When their report 
was received, it would be carefully con- 
sidered by the Treasury with a view to 
whatever was possible being done. More 
than that he could not at present say. 
The question of the salaries of the staff 
would be considered in the light of that 
report. There was undoubtedly a lack 
of space and overcrowding, but he hoped 
it would be partly relieved by the new 
buildings which would, he trusted, be 
erected this year. Attention had been 
directed to the dangerous proximity 
to the museum of workshops in which a 
considerable quantity of timber was 
stored, and steps, with a view to the 
removal of those workshops, would be 
taken in connection with the scheme 
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for the new College of Science. From| *Mr. HUGH LAW said the suggestion 


these remarks hon. Members would see 
that the Government had not been 
neglectful of interests of this kind in 
Ireland. A large sum of money was to 
be devoted to the building of the new 
College of Science, which, whencompleted, 
would add to the group of notable 
buildings of which the Nation:] Library 
formed a part. He agreed with all that 
had been said as to the useful parts a 
National Library could play, and when 
these new buildings were erected Dublin 
would have a sort of informal university 
of arts and literature, and he knew of 
no country which was likely to take 
greater advantage of such facilities than 
Ireland. Everybody rejoiced at the 
many awakening movements of an 
intellectual character in Ireland, and he 
agreed that those movements shov'd, as 
far as might be desirable, be concentrated 
around the National Library and the 
institutions in the neighbourhood. 
Whether the Natioral Library should be 
taken out of this Vote and placed 
under a separate heading was a matter 
for consider’ ction, but he doubted whether 
any advantage would accrue from such 
a change. That agriculture was not 
incompatible with literature was shown 
by the fact that one of Sir H. Plunkett’s 
assistants was not only eminent in that 
field, but held in high esteem as a poet. 
He could say nothing further until he 
received the report to which he had 
alluded, but he would be very glad if it 
was found possible to do something ncxt 
year to add to the undoubted usefulness 
of the National Library. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW asked whether the 
expenditure referred to contemplated a 
scheme anything like that of the com- 
pletion of the east wing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
not, 


I should think 


*Mr. HUGH LAW asked what par- 
ticular purpose it was intended to serve. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could not 
add anything further, but he anticipated 
that the overcrowding would be partially 
removed. 


Mr. Wyndham. 


- 


that this particular sub-head should be 
removed from the Vote for the Board of 
Agriculture was not the essence of his 
remarks. His point was that there might 
be an advantage in making the Library 
autonomous, so that it could deal directly 
with the Board of Works, the Treasury, 
or other Government Departments. 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) 
urged that the Department should not 
only see to the training of hands in 
different directions, but also endeavour to 
promote industries for the employment 
of those hands when trained. The De- 
partment had now been at work for four 
years, but emigration was still increasing, 
Hands were trained, but there was no 
market at home for their labour, and 
consequently they were going to foreign 
countries in increasing volume. He 
desired to enter a strong protest 
against members of the Agricultural 
Department delivering anti-Home Rule 
speeches when travelling about the 
country in their official capacity. Such 
proceedings offended the susceptibilities 
of alarge portion of the population, who 
believed that the Agricultural Depart- 
ment could be thoroughly efficient only 
when controlled by a domestic Parlia- 
ment. It was really a scandal that 
members of that body should make such 
speeches. Another point was that Irish- 
mnen were practically boycotted in connec: 
tion with positions under the Department. 
To secure appointment it was necessary 
for a man to be of any nationality except 
Irish. That was a state of things which 
ought to be at once remedied, as it was 
a stigma upon the national character. 
With regard to tobacco growing, the 
Department had done very well. He 
hoped the investigations and experiments 
would becarried further, and that what- 
ever reasonable expense they involved 
would becheerfully met by the Treasury. 
The last question he desired to raise 
was one of serious importance to the 
agricultural industry—viz., the question 
of railway and canal freights. An agree- 
ment or understanding—he might almost 
Say a conspiracy—had been arrived at 
between the railway and canal com- 
panies to raise the carriage rates. 





cent. below those of the railway, but they 


Formerly the canal rates were 25 per 
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were now equalised, and the railway com- 
panies paid the canal companies a bonus 
to cover any loss they might sustain 
through the increased rates. This state 
of things ought not to be allowed in a 
country whose onlyindustry—agriculture 
—was labouring under such great dith- 
culties, and he hoped the matter wou'd 
be strictly inquired into. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said he de- 
sired to call attention to the inequality 
in regard to railway rates in Ireland. The 
town of Killarney was on the Great 
Southern and Western Railway, but goods 
could be procured cheaper in the town of 
Tralee, although that place was twenty 
miles further from Dublin than Killarney. 
He agreed with what his hon. friend had 
said with regard to the appointment of 
Scotsmen and Englishmen to teach the 
Irish people dairy work and butter-mak- 
ing. He had come across some of those 
inspectors, and it was amusing to listen 
to them theorising upon the best methods 
to be adopted for the promotion of agricul- 
ture. When the Government did appoint 
a person of Trish nationality they gener- 
ally displayed favouritism. In regard to 
one appointment, the Kerry County 
Council suggested an examination, and 
the County Council were desirous of being 
associated with the Department in the 
conduct of that examination. The 
Department, however, objected to this. 
The examination was held, and two 
candidates were found capable of ful- 
filling the requirements of the position. 
One of these candidates was favoured 
by the Department, and consequently 
the officials did everything they could 
to discredit the other candidate. At 
the examination the candidate who was 
not favoured by the Department passed 
a brilliant and better examination 
than the other one, and was far more 
fitted for the position than the candidate 
whom the Department favoured. Never 
theless, when the result was certified to 
the Kerry County Council it was asserted 
that the two candidates were equal. In 
the end the County Council appointed 
the best candidate, with the result that 
all her lectures had been most useful. 
Such instances could be multiplied time 
after time, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would try and stamp out the 
spirit of sectarianism which had been dis- 
played in connection with this question. 
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He noticed in the Estimates items of 
£1,34U and £1,000 for enumerators and 
collectors of agricultural statistics. He 
wished to know who received that money. 
Was it paid to the police? If so, they 
were not very good authorities on agri- 
cultural questions, and the money would 
have been better spent amongst the officials 
of the local authorities, who were in a far 
better position to supply the required 
information. There was also in the list 
an allowance made for the collection of 
fishery statistics. Was that money paid 
to police pensioners or to land agents’ 
clerks? Who received that money? He 
did not think that public money should 
be used in this way. He noticed in the 
Estimates that magnificent salaries were 
paid to the higher officials, but when they 
came to deal with the unfortunate people 
who had to do technical and difficult work, 
such as shorthand writers and typists, he 
found that twenty-three of them were 
asked to live in Dublin on a salary 
scarcely over £1 per week. If those per- 
sons were expected to present a decent 
appearance and to perform their work 
skilfully the least the Government could 
do was to give them an annual increment 
and a decent salary. He thought those 
were matters which deserved the atten- 
tion of the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


*Mr. BOLAND called attention to the 
threatened destruction of the bee-keeping 
industry in Ireland in consequence of the 
prevalence of the disease known as 
foul brood. The Agricultural Depart- 
ment had put before it nearly two 
years ago a scheme of legislation on this 
subject, but they had done nothing 
whatever in the matter. He understood 
that they were in communication with 
the English Agricultural Department 
upon this question, but he should like 
to know if some steps could not be taken 
before the autumn, either in the form of 
legislation or in some other way by 
which this disease might be stamped 
out. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.) said in reply to the Member for South 
Kerry that the Department had no power 
to destroy the bees complained of with- 
out the consent of the owners, Unless 
that consent was obtained they could not 
do anything in the matter, for they had 
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no compulsory powers, and all they | 
could do was to make some arrange-| 
ments to destroy the bees and compen- 
sate the owners. At the present time 
they were in communication with the 
English Agricultural Department to see 


if some common principle of action could | 
not be taken with a view to passing | 


legislation to strengthen the hands of 
these Departments in dealing with this 
question. With regard to the objection 
that the education given had not been 
such 
ments of thelocality, the hon. Member 
knew perfectly well that the Agricultural 
Department acted in this matter in 
entire concurrence and with the assist- 
ance of the local Committee of the 
County Council. 


Mr. DELANY: Yes, and very often 
the Department override their decisions. 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was impos- 
sible for the Department to start a scheme 
against the wishes of the bodies who 
supplied the funds. They must consult 
the County Council, and they could _pre- 
vent any scheme being carried out of 
which they disapprove. With regard to 
official appointments, it had been asserted 
that Irishmen were almost boycotted, and 
that, practically, ‘‘no Irish need apply.” 
In that view the hon. Member was 
entirely mistaken, because there was the 
greatest desire on the part of the Depart- 
ment to employ Irishmen wherever it 
was possible, but their first duty was to 
appoint persons whom they thought 
were the most competent. It should not 
be overlooked that the efficiency of 
technical education had advanced much 
further in Scotland and England than 
in Ireland. It was only because the De- 
partment could not find men in Ireland 
as fit to teach in respect of qualifications 
as they could find in the sister countries 
that they had been compelled to employ 
natives of Scotland and England, while 
they were only too anxious to appoint 
trishmen if they had been able to find 
persons qualified. He hoped that that 
state of things would rapidly change, 
and that by means of the technical edu- 
cation which was now being given Irish- 
inen would be found fit and trained for 
those different posts. Irishmen would 


undoubtedly get the preference over those 
of any other country. 


Mr. Atkinson. 


{COMMONS} 


as was desired by the require- | 
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The hon. Member had complimented 
the Department on having made 


/an effort to do something in another 
matter, namely, to test the question 


whether tobacco could be grown 
in Ireland of a character which would 
be really profitable and marketable, and 
able to take a stand side by side with 
tobacco imported from foreign countries. 
Everybody could see that unless they 
could grow such a commodity as would 
demand a sale in the market, there was 
no use wasting money on a hopeless 
effort of that kind. ; cathafla. had 
been made from time to time, and they 
were being made now, and he hoped that 
very soon they would be able to say 
whether, in point of fact, this was a real 
practical purpose that could be usefully 
pursued. If it was not, then it should be 
abandoned. If it was, it should be en- 
couraged and pursued in every way so 
as to permit of the growth of the 
tobacco. The hon. Member also referred 
to the question of railway rates. That 
was a question to which allusion was 
frequently made in debates on Irish 
affairs. It was most desirable, of course, 
that the railway companies should, by 
charging only reasonable rates, give 
facilities for the transport of agricultural 
produce. Still, it must be remembered, 
on the other side, that they must not 
carry that thing too far, so as to prevent 
capital from getting its legitimate re- 
compense. If they really lowered rates 
and cut down the profits of railways so 
low that capital would not be employed, 
there would be no extension of the rail- 
way system in Ireland. 


Mr. J. PD. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
Was Section 17 ever given effect to ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said he was coming 
to that. The course the Department 
took was this. Wherever specific com- 
plaints were made, the Department in- 
variably put themselves in communica- 
tion with the company against whom 
the complaints were made. They en- 
deavoured, by negotiation, to induce the 
company to make some alteration in 
their fares and rates to meet the com- 
plaint, even where they had no compul- 
sory power to bring them before the 
Railway Commissioners with the view of 
| having a decision as to the legality or 
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illegality of the rates in force in Ireland. 
They had succeeded in a number of in- 
stances in inducing the railway com- 
panies to make changes in their mode of 
doing business in order to meet the 
wishes of the people who complained. 
In a number of cases the companies had 
not yielded to the remonstrances. The 
Great Southern and Western Company 
were brought before the Railway and 
Canal Commissioners. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): And 
they brought over English counsel to do 
it. 


Mr. ATKINSON: They succeeded at 


all events. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The local traders | 


succeeded. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The local traders 
succeeded, but the case was brought for- 





ward by the Department, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The local traders | 
succeeded on their own arguments and 
on their own merits, without any thanks 
to the Board. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that was not 
his information. The function of the 
Commissioners was not to enable the 
public to obtain modifications or altera- 
tions inthegeneral rates of any company. 
They could not go to a railway company 
and say ‘“‘You are charging too much 
over your whole system for agricultural 
produce. You are charging too much 
for this kind of produce, or too much for 
the transit of cattle.” The Commissioners 
had no power to insist upon a general 
modification of the whole of the rates of 
any railwaycompany. He did not know 
whether it was thought by some that it 
might be desirable to give the Com- 
missioners such powers, After all, rail- 
way companies hadstatutory authority to 
charge the rates which they did charge. 
It was only when they imposed some 
new restriction which interfered with the 
action of some other railway company 
that the Railway Commissioners had 
power to interfere. 

The hon. Member for East Kerry had 





referred to the methods of examining 


candidates for appointments under the 
County Council. He understood it was 
the desire of the hon. Member that a 
representative of the County Council 
should either have witnessed the examina- 
tion or assisted on the occasion of the 
examination of the particular applicant 
by the officer. He did not know whether 
the hon. Member desired that the County 
Council representative should take part 
in the putting of questions to the 
applicant. 


Mr. MURPHY: It was to see that 
the officer conducted the examination 
fairly. 


Mr. ATKINSON said it would be 
impossible to carry out any system of 
examination under such circumstances. 
Just imagine a candidate coming before 
an officer who was sent down to examine 
him; a question having been asked 
the applicant gave a reply, and imme- 
diately the County Council representative 
interposed with the question : ‘“ Is that 
a proper answer } ” 


Mr. MURPHY: The County Council 
only asked to be allowed to have a 
representative present at the examina- 
tion of candidates for an appointment in 
their own employment. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the examiner 
had no power to appoint. He was simply 
sent to see whether a particular applicant 
had the qualifications necessary to fit 
him for a particular post. He could not 
assent to the suggestion that it would be 
proper to have him watched by a member 
of the County Council for the purpose of 
criticising the answers of the applicant, 
or superseding the officer in some way 
in the examination. He could not see 
what other function the County Council 
representative could possibly discharge. 
The Department ought not to send any 
officer in whom they had not confidence 
to examine any candidate, but having 
appointed him, relying on his com- 
petence to discharge the duty, they 
should not have him watched or inter- 
fered with by the members of a local 
body, many of whom were quite in- 
capable of conducting the examination 
themselves. So far as he could see such 
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a proceeding might lead to unseemly 
altercations between 


Council as to whether the answers of the 
upplicant were correct or not; and 
whether he ought to receive full, half, or 
no marks. The hon. Member had said 
that in the opinion of the County Council 
the candidate elected was not more 
efficient than the candidate rejected. 


Mr. MURPHY: I said that the can- 
didates ranked as being equal, and that 
the County Council elected the candidate 
whom they considered most capable. 


Mr. ATKINSON did not think that 
County Councils shouldbe allowed to sitin 
judgment as tothe mode in which a parti- 
cular examiner should conduct an exami- 
nation. {A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Have 
they not to pay half thefee?] He under- 
stood that they had, but he should like 
to have fuller and more detailed infor- 
mation regarding the case than he had 
at present. A question had also been 
asked in reference to police enumerators. 
He believed that up tothe present time 
it had been the practice to employ police 
as enumerators, and as far as ke 
knew it was still competent to do so. 
It was much cheaper to employ a police 
constable as an enumerator than to engage 
a special officer. He believed that con- 
stables were employed, though not 
wholly so, as collectors of information 
in regard to fisheries. Then as to the 
complaints that annual increments of 
salary were not given at the lower end 
of the scale. In all the Departments an 
annual increment of salary was given to 
the permanent staff, because it gave en- 
couragement to the men to work satis- 
factorily. But it was quite obvious that 
that rule could not apply to men who 
were only occasionally employed, and of 
whom there was a_ superabundance. 
What was wanted in that case was to 
give a sum adequate to effective service. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said that those interested in tobacco 
culture in Ireland had had a satisfactory 


interview with the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer, who had promised to address | 
himself on that matter to the Depart-| 


ment of Agriculture in Ireland. He 


hoped that the Attorney-General would | 


take care that by no oversight the De- 
Mr, Atkinson. 


{COMMONS} 


the examining | 
officer and the members of the County | 
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partment would refrain in any way from 
meeting the inquiries of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, because the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had said that his action 
would depend on what he heard 
from that Department. He wanted the 
right hon. Gentleman to say that the 
Department would act with due regard 
to the interests of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that as Presi- 
dent of the Agricultural Department, he 
could say that that Department was 
fully alive to the importance of this 
matter, and that due attention would 
be paid to the representations of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and to 
the hon. Member. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he wanted to 
give a case which happened in his own 
constituency within the lest few months. 
A head constable was retired on pension 
after thirty-twoyears’ honourable service; 
and he applied for an appointment under 
the Agricultural Department. He had 
the misfortune to be a Catholic, and a 
policeman of inferior rank and with 
much inferior qualifications, who hap- 
pened to be a Protestant, received that 
appointment. He was aware that the 
head of that Department was a Catholic, 
but he was inclined to think that when a 
Catholic was appointed to high office he 
was apt to saythat he was as good as a 
Protestant. He was afraid that the same 
mildew which had overcome the other 
Departments had crept overthe Agricul- 
tural Department. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the man 
was appointed because he had been pre- 
viously engaged in the same kind of work 
in the North of Ireland. ‘The Depart- 
ment had never made any inquiry as 
to whether that man was a Catholic or 
a Protestant. 


*Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.) 
said he begged to repudiate the charge 
that had been brought against Mr. Gill, 


| the head of the Agricultural Department, 


who was a Tipperary man and a towns- 
man of his (Mr. O’Brien), who discharged 
the important duties of his Department 
withcreditto himself and the Agricultural 
Board, and was in no way open to the 
slanderous charge levelled against him 
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by the hon. and learned Member for 
Louth. It was totally unworthy of the 


hon. and learned Gentleman to make | 


such a charge. 
Vote agreed to. 


£37,690, to complete the sum for 
Local Government Board, Ireland. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he wished 
to bring under the notice of the 


Chief Secretary the extraordinary con- | 


dition which had arisen at Granard 


Union in connection with the expulsion | 


of the nuns from that institution. He 


had given notice that he would move | 


the reduction of this Vote by £100, 
because he considered that the Local 
Government Board of Ireland were 
responsible, both by their activity and 
their inactivity, for the state of things 
which had arisen in Granard. It was 
only since local government had been 
conceded to Ireland that the Local 
Government Board had woke up to the 
fact of the expense of working the poor- 
law system in that country. For fifty 
years the Local Government Board of 
[Ireland had allowed a system of pauper 
nursing to exist, until things transpired 
which were a scandal to humanity. He 
did not complain of the action of the 
Local Government Board in suspending 
or abolishing the system of pauper 
nursing; but it was right to say that 
every cent which was spent on nursing 
came out of the pockets of the poor £4 
occupiers in the towns and villages 
of Ireland and to the relief of the land- 
lords. When they got the landlords 
out of the way, the Government insisted 
that the local guardians should incur 
enormous expenditure on a totally new 
system of nursing. That system ought 
to have been introduced fitty years ago, 
but why should the nuns be turned out 
to make way for a ring of nurses trained 
in Dublin hospitals? Every trained 
nurse meant an expense of £100 a year. 
He did not object to the system ; what 
he objected to was the tax it imposed_on 
the ratepayers. When the new nursing 
order 
Granard Workhouse two nuns and one 
wardsmaid in possession under the 
existing system. Immediately the order 
was issued, the guardians were asked to 
appoint trained nurses. 


was issued, there were in the “7 ? ; 
’ ; ‘third nun should be appointed without 


‘salary, but that an additional £10 a 
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In some respects the Irish people were 
very conservative; and there was an old 
Saying in his part of the country that 


“what wasgood enough forthe people long 


ago was good enough for the people now.” 
At any rate, the guardians could not see 
their way to add £400 or £500 a year to 
the taxpayers’ burden. The moment the 


/new order came into force, the medical 


officer of the Granard Workhouse took 
it into his head to be extra officious in 
giving effect to it. He began to find 
fault with the nuns; and once friction 
arose in such an institution it was hard 
to stop it. The Irish were a fighting 
people, and he was not sorry tor it. 
For four years, from 1897 to 1901, the 
nuns put up with a state of things which 
was nothing short of a continual insult 
on the part of a gentleman who was 
anxious to give effect to the new nursing 
order. Then the position of affairs 
became absolutely intolerable. To mect 
the wishes of the Local Government 
Board the guardians agreed to appoint 
two additional wardsmaids; that met 
with the sanction of the Local Govern- 
ment Board down to 1900, when it was 
suddenly discovered that wardsmaids were 
not trained nurses, although they re- 
quired to have three years’ practical train- 
ing. In 1900, the position reached such a 
stage that it was impussible to carry on 
the work of the institution. He wished 
to’ pay a tribute of respect and ad- 
miration to Dr. Coey Biggar-—he had 
never met him—for the manner in 
which he patched up a peace to which 
all concerned agreed in 1900. The 
doctor of the institution was requisition- 
ing a trained nurse from Dublin every 
other week. She received £1 11s. 6d. a 
week, and put up at the best hotel in 
the town. The two nuns who had 
been carrying on the work in the insti- 
tution were receiving a salary of £30 a 
year each, without rations or allowances ; 
and they discharged al] the duties which 
a trained nurse might be expected to 
discharge. In order to patch up a peace 
Dr. Biggar was sent down; and the 
guardians still refusing to appoint 
trained nurses, it was agreed that a 


| year was to be given to the other two 


nuns. He wished to know why the 
Local Government Board did not adhere 
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to the arrangement made by Dr. Biggar ? | 
Why was that via media not upheld?) 
If the Local Governnmet Board put | 
down its foot firmly the necessity for. 
the inquiry which was subsequently | 
held would never have arisen, and the | 
district would not now be in a condition 
of religious and civil warfare. He knew 
Longford well for twenty-five years, and | 
during that period no question had 
agitated the public mind as the question 
he was now discussing. By adopting a 
policy of masterly inactivity, the Local 
Government Board allowed the matter 
to slide. The right hon. Gentleman 
might possibly be briefed to state that it 
was all the fault of the nuns; but did 
the right hon. Gentleman think that if 
he himself were subject to complaints 
by any superior authority day after day, 
it would conduce to a feeling of har- 
mony, unity, or good fellowship? The 
right hon. Gentleman must now know 
that there was no question on which the 
Irish people felt more deeply than any 
insult to the principles of their faith, or 
to the ministers of their faith. Sister 
Mary Rose stated in evidence that Dr. 
Kenny, the medical officer, stated that 
the vestments worn by the priests were 
not used for the purposes of religion, 
but in order to make much of their own 
personality. According to the witness 
Dr. Kenny also said that theology smiled 
at crime, and that he was glad he knew 
nothing about it. That was a specimen 
of the conduct of that medical officer 
towards these ladies. How could con- 
duct such as that, continued month after 
month, be calculated to promote good 
fellowship and good feeling in the institu- 
tion? He thought Dr. Kenny had dis- 
played a lamentable lack of all the fine 
feelings of an Irishman, and that his subse- 
quent conduct in relying on the Local 
Government Board standing up for the 
strict letter of the law in all these things 
displayed a want of tact and good sense 
of which he ought to be ashamed. It 
was also a deplorable mistake on the part 
of the Local Government Board to send 
down Dr. Smith to hold thesecondinquiry 
if peace was to be restored, because 
from first to last Dr. Smith proved 
himself to be nothing but a partisan. 
Over and over again he overruled and 
snuffed out the legal representatives of 





the guardians and these persecuted 
Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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nuns. The man who should have been 
sent to hold that inquiry was the peace- 
maker who was sent down in the first 
instance. If Dr. Biggar had been sent 
down to conduct that inquiry there 
would have been peacein the Gran- 
ard Union to-day. He did not intend 
to move a reduction of the Vote; he 
would content himself with simply 
stating the facts of the case, which he 
hoped would receive the kindly and 
sympathetic attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the matter 
which had been brought before the 
Committee was a regrettable one from 
every point of view. The hon. Member 
had perhaps given a clue to the origin 
of the difficulty in his statement that a 
higher standard of nursing was re- 
quired in the workhouses, but he 
gathered that the hon. Member, while 
he realised that the raising of the 
standard entailed a certain burden on 
the ratepayers, was not himself an 
opponent of, at any rate, all the changes 
which had been made. 


Mr. J. P, FARRELL: Only as regards 
the time at which they were made. 


Mr, WYNDHAM aaid the fact that 
the changes were suddenly made just 
when the landlords had been to a cer- 
tain extent relieved had probably led the 
ratepayers and their representatives to 
adopt a more hostile attitude than they 
otherwise would have done. That was 
probably the fons et origo of the matter. 
The question could not be judged en- 
tirely by considering the courses pur- 
sued by Dr. Kenny, the nuns, and the 
Local Government Board respectively. 
The conditions under which the nuns and 
Dr. Kenny had to carry out their 
duties should be considered. If thosecon- 
ditions could have been ameliorated it 
would have been well had the necessary 
changesbeenmade. There would probably 
not have been this friction if the nuns 
had had a trained assistant all the 
time. Dr. Kenny had stated in his 
evidence that he brought his complaints, 
not against the nuns, but against the 
system; he felt that some of the 
necessaries for proper nursing were not 
provided, that a trained nurse ought to 
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have been appointed at an earlier date, 
and that he was constantly expressing 
his opinion that there ought to be 
changes. This was not a charge against 
the nuns; it was a legitimate expres- 
sion of opinion on the part of Dr. 
Kenny that certain changes ought to 
be made. He was bound to say, how- 
ever, that, while he did not in the least 
attack Dr. Kenny, he thought he was 
unfortunate on many occasions in his 
method of making these communica- 
tions, and the general manner in which 
he discussed them with the nuns. The 
hon. Member had said that he would 
like to see some amicable arrangement 
come to. If Dr. Kenny expressed his 
regret for any offence he had wittingly 
or unwittingly given these ladies, surely 
the matter might be allowed to settle, 
ad the nuns to return to the work- 
house. That seemed to be the only way 
of arriving at an amicable settlement of 
the difficulty. If such an expression of 
Tegret were given, they might very 
well hope that the representatives of 
the other side would accept it, and that 
matters would henceforth be conducted 
in amore satisfactory manner. Coming 
to the merits of the case, he did not 
think the guardians had placed at the 
service of these ladies all the accessories 
necessary to enable them to carry out 
their work in a perfectly satisfactory 
manner. The Granard Union was 
not in a wholly satisfactory state. It 
would be a result greatly to be deplored 
it this debate gave occasion to people 
who were only too ready to criticise the 
nuns, to say that they were incom- 
petent in the workhouses and hospitals 
of Ireland, and that their ministrations 
were not useful or acceptable to the 
people. That was not the case at all. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Dr. Kenny did 
not say that. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that. in his 
opinion, which was formed after close 
study of the general feeling in Ireland, 
the nuns were doing great services at 
considerable personal self-sacrifice, their 
ministrations were acceptable to the 
people, and it would be a great loss if, 
for any reason, their services were with- 
drawn. He should add, however, that 
there were some parts of hospital work 
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which the nuns did not care to perform, 
and which they ought not to be asked 
to do; it was, therefore, essential, if 
the poor were to be properly attended, 
that these ladies should have the assist- 
ance of a trained nurse where it could 
be given, and efforts ought to be made 
to give it. That brought him to the 
question of the ratepayers. He had 
always on this and other questions ex- 
pressed his view that the rates pressed 
very heavily in many parts of Ireland, 
and that it might be right to put up 
with things in that country which 
people would not put up within the great 
industrial centres of England. But that 
point must not be pushed too far. He 
gathered from the hon. Member and 
from other sources that the guardians of 
the Granard Union, quite apart from this 
discussion, were alive to that fact, and 
were ready to raise the standard of 
nursing. If the guardians were ready to 
make an advance in that direction, and 
if Dr. Kenny was prepared to express 
regret for any offence he might have 
given to these ladies, why should not 
the ladies go back to the Granard Union 
and all parties endeavour to carry out 
their duties, thus putting an end to the 
present lamentable state of friction, the 
gravity of which he did not in the least 
minimise ? 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that having 
been professionally engaged in the 
Granard Union case he felt him- 
self precluded from saying anything 
further than that he hoped the germs of 
a settlement might be found in the 
speech just delivered by the Chief 
Secretary. On the general question he 
entirely supported the view of the hon. 
Member for South Longford. It was 
most unfortunate that the requisition 
made by the Local Government Board 
upon the guardians should have 
synchronised with the moment when the 
landlords were being relieved of rates. 
It was all very fine to say that it was the 
duty of the Local Government Board to 
look after the poor. He fully agreed 
that the honest poor should be looked 
after to the fullest extent which the 
pockets of the ratepayers would allow. 
But there was nothing more maddening 
to a poor ratepayer on an £8 or £10 
valuation, who was not able to afford a 
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doctor to his own wife in her confine- 
ment, let alone a skilled nurse, than that 


whena tramp with an illegitimate off-| 
spring came into the union a requisition | 


should be made for the services of a 
hospital nurse at 30s. a week. 
monstrous violation of every principle of 
equity. All his sympathies were with 
these peasants. He thanked God there 
was not a prejudice they had which he 
did not possess. Here werea lot of poor 
farmers, working hard from week-end 
to week-end, suddenly called upon to pay 
these enormous rates just at a moment 
when the landlords were being relieved, 
and all because of the fads of a number 
of gentlemen on the Local Government 
Board. What did Ireland do for 2,000 
years? Whatdid the people do before 
the Poor Law was established ? Was the 
country any the better since the establish- 
ment of this appalling system? There 
was not a new fad taken up by the 
doctors but there were people at the 
Local Government Board to enforce it. 
[f a new drug at £10 an ounce was dis- 
covered, the ratepayers were at once 
called upon to pay for it. Every day 
they read in the papers uf some new cure 
or some new disease. These things were 
never read of in the Bible, or in 
Shakespeare, or in the history of Greece 
or Rome. How did all these ancient 
peoples get on? They lived as good lives, 
and were just as healthy as the people of 
to-day, but they had no Local Government 
Board to look after them or their poor. 
He strongly protested against these 
medical fads being carried out at the 
ratepayers’ expense ; it should be done 
at the expense of the faddists themselves. 
it was perfectly true that the prices of 
these nurses were put up by the medical 
ring in Dublin at the very time the land- 
lords were being relieved of their rates. 
The medical ring were antagonistic to 
the Local Government Act, and hated 
the local guardians in just the same 
way as the Irish judges, when the Land 
Act was passed, hated the idea of any- 
thing being done for the prople and 
against the landlords. The members of 


this medical ring—who were always 
knighted or ‘“ baronetted” when such 
things were going, though why, he did 
not know, as they charged just as heavy 
fees—simply because the guardians were. 
for the first time poor men and repre- | 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


It was a) 
generous and kindly to a fault, and the 
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sented the ratepayers, adopted the atti- 
tude that it was a monstrous thing that 
they should have any consideration. A 
more tender-hearted people to the poor 
did not exist anywhere in the world. 
The poor themselves were hospitable and 


notion that the guardians would do any- 
thing unreasonable was absurd. They 
must cut their coat according tothe cloth, 
and it was absurd to expect them to pro- 
vide the same entertainment and the 
same equipment as they found in Guy’s 
Hospital. That was what lay at the 
root of this question. There ought to 
be some more representative people on 
the Local Government Board. There 
was a doctor on that Board to look after 
the interests of the doctors, and there 
were some good men upon that body. 
He did not wish to make any needless 
attack upon the personnel of the Board, 
but there was no institution which could 
not be improved by a little new blood, 
and if their institutions were to be 
developed even upon conservative lines, 
the County Councils should have some 
right of electing two or three men to 
sit upon a Board of this kind. Some 
method should be found to bring this 
Board more into touch with the require- 
ments of the people. The £60,000 or 
£70,000 voted in this way was money 
practically wasted, because if those in- 
spectors were not there at allthey would 
geton just as well in Ireland. Those 
officials went about the country like 
loafers, and what happiness or benefit had 
the people got in consequence of their in- 
spections? ‘lhe only people who had got 
any benefit from their services were the 
hotel-keepers and the cab drivers. The 
expenditure of this money did not 
make the people either more prosperous 
or loyal. The whole system was wrong, 
and ought to be abolished, for it 
was absolutely no use. 


He would give an instance of the way 
in which the Board did its work. In the 
town of Dundalk the Grand Jury were 
allowed to sell a plot of land near the 
gaol for the erection of a national bank, 
and there was no objection to it whatever. 
Last year he put a question to the Chief 
Secretary as to whether a temperance 
organisation would be allowed to have a 
little strip of land for the purpose of 
building a temperance hall. One would 








Gov 
abst 
to ec 
the 

cond 
peop 
to p 


seem 





sé 





177 Supply—Civil Services and {6 AuGu 


think that it was a meritorious object to 
turn a gaol into a temperance hall, and 


the Chief Secretary stated that the. 


Government —the Imperial Government 
of Great Britain and Ireland—had no 
objection tothe County Council selling 
a bit of these gaol premises to this tem 
perance association. The County Coun- 
cil were appealed to, and they made an 
order that they would grant the sale of 
this little strip of land which was wanted 
for the building of a temperance hall. 
They took the price fixed by the Grand 
Jury exactly as was donein the case of a 
national bank; in fact they put on a 
little extra, and the price asked was 
£300. They sent this recommendation 
up to the Local Government Board. with 
its army of officials, for their sanction. 
What did they say ? They replied that 
the price should be £700, and, of course, 
these poor people, with a little institution 
maintained by the pennies and shillings 
of the artisans in the locality, were 
wholly unable to pay that sum, and they 
built their premises elsewhere. He 
wanted to know why a Board of gentle- 
men in Dublin were considered to be 
better judges of the value of land in 
Dundalk than the County Council. No 
corruption had been suggested. If 
there had not been a standard set up 
in regard to the value of this land by the 
plot sold tothe National Bank by the 
Grand Jury, he could have understood 
the action of the Local Government 
Board. Where was the justice of any 
such decision, and upon what grounds 
were those gentlemen in Dublin better 
judges than the County Council who 
were interested in getting the best bar- 
gan they could for the ratepayers ? 
Now the matter was past praying for, 
because another site had been obtained, 
and the County Council of Louth were 
poorer by £300, offence had been given 
to his constituents by the Local 
Government Board, and 
absurdity had been committed for them 
to complain of. He did not understand 
the principles upon which this body 


conducted its operations. To make the 
people happy or satisfied, ordo something | 


to please them, was the last thing that 
seemed to enter into their minds. 


another | 
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CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) con- 
tended that the services of nuns in the 
workhouses were most useful, for they 
were very economical. He quite agreed 
with the Chief Secretary that 
nuns would not do altogether in 
the workhouses, because the rules 
did not permit them to do all 
the work. Some of them were trained in 
nursing, but not all of them, and it was 
necessary to have a professional nurse. 
To keep the nuns in mest workhouses 
was most useful. He thought the Local 
Government Board were going a little 
too fast in enforcing certain rules upon 
different workhouses, and they did not 
pay sufficient attention to the resolutions 
of the guardians. It was very often 

much better to allow the guardians to 
be a little bit wrong than for the Local 
Government Board to suddenly enforce 
stringent rules. There was one case in 
which an officer neglected to pay some 
poor people their relief for two or three 
weeks, and he was reprimanded and 
refused his pension. He hoped the 
Attorney-General would look into that 
case. It was true that he neglected 
some of his work, but after his long and 
faithful service he thought this officer 
deserved some consideration. The Local 
Government Board had now introduced 
a system of accounts solely drawn up 
for one purpose, namely, to facilitate 
the audit. He agreed that they wanted 
a good system of audit, but they also 
wanted to know where they were, and 
whether they were spending too much 
or too little at the time. The County 
Councils and District Councils were not 
allowed to publish any accounts, and 
there’was a special clause providing that 
they would have to pay out of their 
own pockets if they established any 
system different to the audit system. 
He defied any County Councillor or the 
Chairman of any Board to make any- 
thing of those accounts as to whether 
the County Council was spending too 
much or too little money, or to find out 
from them whether they were going to 
the good or to the bad. It was a totally 
different system to what they had before, 
and it was one which absolutely hid 
from the whole of the electors whether 
_too much money had been spent in the 
‘county, whether it had been spent 
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properly, or whether there was a proper 
balance in hand. They allowed the 
County Council to publish no system of 
accounts. The members of a Board 
going to an election naturallyliked tohave 
the accounts as perfect as possible. He 
thought that was a very laudable idea. 
The auditor could check the accounts and 
see that a proper statement was made out. 
He did not think that outside of the 
County Council there was a single per- 
son in the county who knew whether the 
accounts were going well or badly. It 
might be said in reply that the accounts 
were kept on precisely the same system 
as those of joint-stock companies. 
They knew that many joint-stock com- 
panies were most anxious to hide the 
state of their accounts from the share- 
holders. He believed that the reason 
for adopting this system was to -ave the 
time of the auditors. The whole ques- 
tion of economical administration de- 
pended upon the way the accounts were 
kept, and he hoped the Attorney- 
‘General would avail himself of this 
opportunity of putting the accounts on 
a proper system. 


Mr. ATKINSON agreed with the hon. 
Member as to the desirability of pub- 
lishing an abstract of the accounts so 
that the ratepayers might be able to 
ascertain whether their business was 
being conducted by Boards of Guardians 
and County Councils prudent'y. The 
public should be able to see whether 
proper and legal payments were made, 
and whether their business was being 
managed in an economical way or not. 
It was desirable to publish some form of 
account, not necessarily very elaborate, 
which should be within the reach of 
every Tatepayer. 


Mr. DELANY said he wished to sup- 
port the position taken up by his hon. 
friend the Member for Longford in re- 
gard to what he would call the calamity 
that had befallen the poor in the Granard 
Union. He regarded the position of the 
ratepayers in this matter as only a 
secondary consideration. He had had a 


long and varied experience of Poor Law 
administration in Ireland. He had been 
fifteen years connected with the Union in 
‘his own district, and he could bear testi- 
mony to the useful services rendered by 


Colonel Nolan. 


{COMMONS} 
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the members of the religious sisterhood 
in the way of nursing. He could well 
appreciate the feeling in the Granard 
Union when those ladies were driven 
out by the action of some officials. No 
doubt the Chief Secretary had given a 
rather sympathetic reply, but sympathy 
would not meet thesituation. He ought 
to put his foot down and take whatever 
steps he considered necessary in order to 
reinstate those ladies. The sisters were 
not there to earn money. They were 
giving their lives to this work, and the 
poor people accepted their ministra- 
tions in a way they could not accept 
the ministrations of other nurses. 

In regard to the increase of expense 
he pointed out that for fifty years the 
old defunct grand juries and ¢x officio 
guardians had control of all those 
Boards in Ireland, and during that time 
there was no red tape and no commands 
sent down that this or that should be 
done to increase expense; but the 
moment these Boards came into the 
hands of the elected representatives of 
the people every attempt was made 
that possibly could be made to bring on 
increased expense and thereby discredit 
the local Boards. He called the atten- 
tion of the Committee to the action of 
the Medical Association in regard to the 


appointment of dispensary doctors. 
Formerly the doctors who obtained 
those appointments were perfectly 


satisfied, and under the old régime they 
were breaking their necks to get the 
appointments. Now, however, an or- 
ganisation was interfering in a way 
which would be put down by Dublin 
Castle if such things were done by any 
organisation representing the people. 
The Medical Association intimidated 
young doctors from coming forward to 
take these positions. In the Tullamore 
Union, where he was a large ratepayer, 
a young doctor was appointed at a salary 
and emoluments which previously were 
considered satisfactory. No sooner did he 
take up the position than the Medical As 
sociation passed a resolution disapproving 
of his acceptance of it at the salary 
fixed by the Union. They expressed the 
opinion that the salary should be a 
certain amount. The gentlemen form- 
ing the Medical Association were old 
practitioners in good positions, and he 
would like to know why they attempted 
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to intimidate young practitioners from | possible point of view. They had been 
accepting such appointments. The | making payments in connection with 
result in the case referred to was thas | anntale roads, and the auditors had 
the doctor resigned. passed those payments until the last 
| audit. To the surprise of everybody the 

Sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) | last auditor made a surcharge on seven 
called attention to a change which had | or eight members of the County Council, 
taken place in the Poor Law administra- /on the ground that the payments had 
tion with respect to criminal lunatics. | been made for roads which were not 
Formerly the law was thatwhenacriminal | Main roads. The money was paid by 
became insane he was chargeable t» the | the County Council for the maintenance 
district in which he was at the time.|0f roads which they considered were 
But latterly if a man who was a criminal | for the public interest, and in the dis- 
became insane, he was sent back to the charge of what they believed to 
place where he was born. The result was be a public duty; but the new 
that the district which had the advan- auditor came along and _ disallowed 
tage of that man’s labour while he was| these payments He himself had been 
sane escaped the cost of his maintenance | surcharged to the amount of £20, and 
if he became insane. He did not think | other members of the County Council 
it was fair that such cases should be had been surcharged more heavily. 
treated in this way, and he wished to They had simply signed the pay-sheets, 
know from the Attorney-General on Without any idea that they were incur- 
what principle that was being done. ring any personal responsibility. He had 
no intention of paying the money, and he 

Mr. MURPHY said he wished to | Tepresented to the Attorney-General 
associate himself with his hon. friends | that this was not a fair way of deal- 


who had complained of the action taken | ing with local bodies. If the view of the 
with respect to the Sisters of Mercy or local bodies came into conflict with that 


Charity who had been excluded from of the auditor of the Local Government 
rish hospitals. He hoped that the| Board why should that of the latter be 
Chief Secretary would take steps to always accepted by the Local Government 
ensure the reinstating of these sisters | Board, when the local body had fuller in- 
in the Granard Hospital, where their | formation than could possibly be had by 
services were very much valued. What the inspector ? They had adopted, in his 
he wanted to point out was that the County of Kerry, a scheme of direct 
ystem of accounts under which the @™ployment of labour, after a minute 
local bodies had to work was devised by inquiry and on the recommendation of 
an auditor of the Local Government | the county surveyor, who was a very 
Board. It was an extraordinarily com- capable official. That scheme was or- 
jlicated system, and he knew, from | ganised to give employment toa number 
«perience in his own County Council, of unfortunate men who were out of 
that it had caused considerable expense. work, and it was considered reasonable, 
Their own clerk had suggested to the but it had been over-ridden by the 
local Government Board auditor certain Tepresentative of the Local Government 
iterations which would have saved a Board. That was unreasonable, and the 


lige amount of expense, but there was Tight hon. Gentleman ought to make a 
grat difficulty in getting the Local | Tepresentation to the Local Government 
Covernment Board auditor to agree to | Board that such a policy was neither 
these alterations. The last Report which Wise nor prudent. The question of 
tefound in the library of the auditors | labourers’ houses had been engaging 
va only brought down to March, 1902; the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
ind he complained that the Govern-, ™an the Chief Secretary. In the Union 





nent Department were so far backward in which he lived, Killarney, a good 
n furnishing the information which deal had been done in housing the 
ton. Members really wanted. The delay agricultural labourers. They had built 
mas entirely owing to the auditors. In 151 houses, and 148 had been occupied, 
his own County Council their business | but three houses had been allowed to 
had been well regulated from every remain vacant, and were now going 
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into ruin, because of sonie technical ob- | 


jection by the Local Government Board 
inspector. These small technical objec- 


tions ought not to be placed in the way | 


of the local bodies. He wanted a Com- 


mission to be appointed to inquire into | 
the whole system of the working of the | 
/no real harm had been done in the case, 
|The hon. Member also complained about 


workhouse administration in Ireland. 
He had had practical experience of living 
in a Workhouse for business purposes, 
and one of the saddest things that came 
under his observation was that ne’er-do- 
weel men and women went into the 


workhouse, where they found a comfort- | 


able home, while honest, self-respecting 
artisans, when misfortune overtook 
them, did not go there, but suffered in 
silence. 
the workhouse system, it was found 
that most of the money was spent on 
salaries of officials. He thought a little 
more should be spent in making the 


|in this matter. 
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equitable considerations the Local 


Government Board, who were not tied or 
guided by strict rules of law, always dis- 
allowed a surcharge if they thought 
there was a real bond fide desire on the 
part of the body or members to carry 
out their duties properly and legally and 


certain labourers’ cottages which were 
not occupied in consequence of some 
technical formality, but the hon. Gentle- 
man must remember that the hands of 
the Local Government Board were tied 
The law required certain 


_ things to be done, and if they were not 


When one examined the cost of | 


lives of the aged and sick poor more | 


comfortable. 
expression of opinion given 
Irish Members, the Attorney-General 
would devise some remedy for the evils 
of which complaint had been made. 


He hoped that, after the 


Mr. ATKINSON said in regard to 
the question whether the treatment of 


by the | 


the aged poor in workhouses would | 
come within the purview of the Royal | 


Commission which had been appointed, 
it would, of course, do so. 
Member need not think that he was not 
in heartfelt sympathy with much that 
had been said with regard to Poor Law 
reform. He, personally, thought that the 
Poor Law system in lreland was utterly 
extravagant, and any wholesome reform 
would be in the direction of making more 
comfortable provision for the aged sick 
and infirm, and less comfortable places 
than the poorhouses actually were for 
the tramp. The hon. Member also com- 
plained of a certain surcharge, but, after 
all, they must have one of two systems. 
They must either leave the local bodies to 
manage their own affairs altogether—a 
system which would lead to absolute chaos 
andextravagance--or they musthavethem 
supervised by some central authority, and 
if they were so supervised that body must 
have the power to surcharge. He would 


point out that there was an appeal by the 
person surcharged to the Courts of law. 
If they wanted to merely appeal to general 


Mr. Mirphy. 


The hon. | 





done the Local Government Board could 
not do anything. 


ps Mr. MURPHY said these houses were 
built, and the Local Government Board 
would not allow the guardians to let 
them. 


Mr. ATKINSON said there must be 
some peculiar feature in the case. If 
the guardians had built the cottages 
without authority, then the Local 
Government Board had no power to 
sanction their letting them. With regard 
to criminal lunatics, he did not know to 
what particular case his hon. friend the 
Member for North Belfast referred. 
Perhaps he had in his mind the circular 
ssued by the Executive Government on 
25th May. 


Sirk JAMES HASLETT assented. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the lunatics 
referred to in that circular were not 
criminal lunatics at all, but lunatic 
soldiers and sailors, who had to be dealt 
with under certain Acts. Criminal 
lunatics were sent to criminal lunatic 
asylums in Ireland, irrespective of the 
place of their birth. But under the 
Army Acts, 1881 and 1884, provision 
was made for lunatic soldiers and sailors, 
who had in their lunacy been guilty of 
crime, and who had either been found 
unable to plead, or had been proved to 
be mad when they committed the act. 
Those cases did not come under the Act 
dealing with criminal lunatics. 


CotoneL NOLAN said, although the 
hon. and learned Gentleman might be 
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right in his law, the hon. Member for 
North Belfast was certainly right in his 
facts in this case. With regard to the 
question of surcharge, he complained 
that persons surcharged who elected to 
appeal to the Local Government Board 
were precluded from afterwards going 
to the courts of law to seek redress. 
He thought a person surcharged should 
have a right to go first to arbitration and 
then, if necessary, to the courts of law. 


Mr. J.P. FARRELL raised the question 
of the disqualification, under the Irish 
Local Government Act, of persons serving 
on County Councils, District Councils, 
and other local bodies, who had been 
sentenced to hard labour, and hoped the 
Chief Secretary would take the matter 
into consideration with a view to the 
removal of this disqualification. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he had discussed 
the legal aspect of this question with his 
right hon. friend. At present there was 
a statutory disqualification, and the 
Executive Government had no power 
whatever to restore the qualification 
either by the exercise of the prerogative 
of mercy or in any other way. He had 
not discussed the propriety of bringing 
in any legislation to alter the law in 
that respect. The hon. and learned 
Member then proceeded to state the 
methods in which a person disqualified 
could be proceeded against in the 
event of his continuing to sit after dis- 
qualification, which he said entailed very 
heavy penalties and legal costs, and he 
pointed out that any of those proceed- 
ings might be taken by any body in- 
terested, and not only by the Executive 
authority. The only possible way of 
altering the law would be to pass fresh 
legislation. It was impossible to carry 
on any system of local government or 
any form of representative election, if a 
man were permitted simply to defy the 
law and to do what seemed good to 
himself. He could only hope that these 
difficulties would not occur again; but 
whether a Bill could be introduced next 
session to alter the law in Ireland on 
this point he was not able to say. He 
was not in a position to give any under- 
taking that the Government would in- 
troduce legislation on the subject. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
had listened with great interest to 
the right hon. Gentleman, because he 
was considerably interested in the case 
of two gentlemen in Clare who had been 
disqualified. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman was perfectly accurate in 
what he had stated to the Committee. 
All this was done in accordance with the 
terms of an Act of Parliament, and it 
was not in the power of the Executive 
Government to interfere. He thought 
one of the reasons the hon. Member for 
Longford had brought this matter for- 
ward was that he might impress upon 
the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
necessity of introducing an Act of Par- 
liament, if not t» repeal the whole of the 
Crimes Act in Ireland. to repeal that 
portion of it which had given rise to all 
this trouble about disqualification. A 
case of this kind could not arise in Eng- 
lafd or Scotland. If a man broke the 
law and was disqualified in either Eng- 
land or Scotland he could not complain. 
But the law under which these men 
were sentenced was a law peculiar to 
Ireland; it was coercive legislation 
passed in 1887 for Ireland alone, and 
therefore it was impossible to compare 
Ireland with England and Scotland in 
this matter. It was no doubt a small 
question, but it gave rise to a large 
amount of irritation and unpleasantness 
all over the country. There had been 
only fourteen men disqualified in the 
whole of Ireland as the result of prosecu- 
tions under the Crime: Act, and it cer- 
tainly did seem a pity, when that 
Act had been taken off almost the 
whole of Ireland, that this effect of it 
should be left to disturb certain dis- 
tricts. No doubt legislation would have 
to be introduced if they wished to 
reverse this portion of the Act, but the 
hon. and learned Gentleman knew 
perfectly well that, if the Government 
did not take action in these cases, no 
one else would, Could not the difficulty, 
therefore, be met by the Government 
doing nothing at all? They had read in 
the papers and in the speeches of 
exalted personges a great deal about the 
dawning of a new era for Ireland. Was 
it worth while to allow a small matter of 
this kind to create turmoil and irritation 
all over the country? He strongly 
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urged that, pending the introduction of 
legislation, the Government should play 
a wise part by taking no action. If that 
were done nobody else would take action 
and the proceedings would have no 
result. The attempt to belittle these 
gentlemen by the imposition of hard 
labour had signally failed. So far from 
being regarded as criminals, they were 
looked upon as having been very harshly 
treated, and the fact that the hard 
labour had in many cases been remitted 
by the County Court Judges had con- 
vinced the people that its imposition had 
been an unnecessary hardship. For the 
present the reign of coercion was over, 
and the country was in a peaceful con- 
dition. How long that condition would 
continue depended entirely upon the 
manner in which professions of sym- 
athy with Ireland were carried out. 
Vas it worth while upsetting the peace 
of County Clareand County Longford by 
punishing these men? If the matter 
was left until next session, and the 
Government then took no action, he 
hoped the hon. Member for Longford 
would himself jntroduce a short Bill 
repealing the power to deprive men of 
the right to serve their fellow-citizens 
by the imposition of hard labour. These 
people had committed no crime against 
the ordinary law; they had simply, by 
political or agrarian action, brought 
themselves within the provisions of the 
Coercion Act. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he had already 
stated that he was not in a position to 
give any undertaking. He might, how- 
ever, remind the hon. Member of the 
old maxim that no man need ery out 
until he was hit. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: If you 


hit me I will sing out. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
said it was now admitted that all they 
did at the time of the passing of the 
Crimes Act was wrong, although they 
thought at the time that that Act was 
necessary for the peace of Ireland. Now 
that the golden age was beginning to 
dawn, and the Irish had got their Land 
Bill and everything else, all these other 
matters should be forgotten. He hoped 


nothing would occur to mar the beautiful 
Mr. William Redmond, 
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pictures which had been conjured up to 
their imagination. They all hoped for 
the best in Ireland, and if any bitterness 
on the matter of the Crimes Act existed, 
he trusted that nothing would be done by 
the Government to prevent that bitterness 
passing away. 
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Sir JAMES HASLETT understood 
the hon. Member for Stoke to desire 
the withdrawal of the Crimes Act. He 
hoped he would not desire also the 
withdrawal of the money for which he 
did not vote. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
let bygones be bygones. 


Oh! 


Vote agreed to. 


3. £10,314, to complete the sum for 
Chief Secretary for Ireland—Offices. 


*Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN drew attention 
to the refusal of the authorities to 
grant the application of Mr. James 
Harkness, of Nenagh, for a licence to 
sell arms and ammunition. He con- 
tended that the sole reason for the 
refusal was that the local District In- 
spector had a grudge against theapplicant. 
He, Mr. O’Brien, might say that he had 
no personal interest in this matter. Mr. 
Harkness, though a constituent, was no 
political supporter of his, being a Pro- 
testant and a Uunionist, bat of Liberal 
tendencies, which he was glad to say 
were shown by the majority of his 
co-religionists in Nenagh. The man 
was not only a good tradesman, but 
a respectable citizen. On the first 
occasion the application was set aside for 
inquiry, and the letter containing the 
final reply of the resident magistrate 
was addressed simply to “‘James Hark- 
ness,” without either “ Mr.” or “ Esq.,” 
and the letter commenced not with “ Sir,” 
but with “ Harkness,” marking, in his 
opinion, the animus against him. Surely 
even so high an official as a resident 
magistrate might address a respectable 
tradesman a little more courteously. 
The reason given for refusing the applica- 
tion was that there were already two 
persons in the town holding licences. The 
population of Nenagh was about 5,000. In 
a little place eight miles off, with a popula- 
tion of 666, there were three persons 
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licensed to sell arms and ammunition, 
while in Tipperary, which was about the 
game size as Nenagh, there were no fewer 
than six such persons. But in answer to 
a Question across the floor of the House, 
a totally different reason had been given, 
it being then stated that Mr. Harkness 
was not a fit and proper person to hold 
alicence. No reasons were given for 
that statement, and he, having known 
Mr Harkness from boyhood, declared 
that he not only was eminently fitted to 
be entrusted with the sale of arms 
and ammunition, but was the only 
practical man in the district who could 
repair arms. His brother, Mr. William 
Harkness, who was one of the two 
licensed persons in the town, was, of 
course, qualified, but all his time was 
devoted to his business of a plumber and 
unitary engineer, having no time to 
devote to repairs of arms. 

He begged to move the reduction of 
the salary of the Chief Secretary by 
£100. If he got some satisfactory assur- 
ance from the right hon. Gentleman he 
would not proceed to a division. 


*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) hoped this man Harkness would be 
allowed to carry on the business which he 
had carried on for years. He was sorry 
the Chief Secretary was not in his place, 
is he wanted to ask him a question or 
two concerning the Kilmeen, County 
Cork, tradegy. On Tuesday last he asked 
the right hon. Gentleman— 


“Whether he was aware that a memorial was 

jresented to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
inreference to the case of Andrew Moore, who 
was convicted at the Cork Spring Assizes, 1903, 
for the murder of the Rev. Mr. Bell, and 
wntenced to he hanged, signed by the doctors 
who examined the body of the deceased and 
vho gave evidence at the trial, and who stated 
nthe memorial that it was impossible for them 
‘osay that the wounds on the deceased were 
ate-mortem ; and, if so, whether he will lay 
the case before the Lord-Lieutenant with a 
view to the release of Moore, whose sentence 
vas commuted to penal servitude ?” 


And the reply was— 


“So far from the doctors having declared that 
they were unable to say whether the wound 
vas ante-mortem or not, they in their evidence 
most distinetly and emphatically stated that 
twas their clear opinion that the wound must 


have been inflicted during ‘the lifetime of the | 


leeeased. The Lord-Lieutenant, who had had 
the case before him, had not seen his way to 
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| exercise the Roya! prerogative in the manner 
| Suggested.” 
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| Ofcourse he was aware that the doctors 
stated that in their evidence, but was it 

not a fact that those doctors subsequently 
'memorialised the Lord-Lieutenant, and 
stated that it was impossible for them 
| to say that the wounds on the deceased 
| were inflicted during life? He was in- 
‘formed on good authority that the 
‘doctors in their memorial stated that 
| the wounds were ante-mortem. Was the 
Attorney-General aware that the 
| Solicitor-General for Ireland, who con- 
'ducted this prosecution, relied upon the 
|fact, in addressing the jury, that no 
evidence of character was given on behalf 
(of the prisoner. If the Solicitor-General 
| wanted to carry on these prosecutions 

fairly, he should rely on the evidence 
| before him and that alone. He urged 

that the prisoner ought to be released. 
|In view of the manner in which 

the Solicitor-General charged the jury, 

he asked the Attorney-General to lay 

the case before the Chief Secretary with 

a view to a reconsideration of the case. 


Mr. ATKINSON was understood to 
/say in reply that the hon. Gentleman 
was mistaken. The doctors in their 
evidence at the trial and in their 
memorial to the Lord-Lieutenant de- 
clared most positively that the wound 
'was inflicted during life. This matter 
rested entirely with the Lord-Lieutenant. 
With regard to what the Solicitor- 
General said in his address to the jury 
he did not think he was wrong in the 
observation he made to the jury, because 
it was a mere statement of law. 


*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY asked why 
should the Solicitor-General refer to the 
character of the prisoner at all? Why 
did he not go on the evidence, because 
the man’s character had nothing to do 
with the case ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the 
prisoner’s counsel urged that the prisoner 
was a man of good character, and there- 
fore the Solicitor-General was justified 
in saying what he did. 


*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY asked why 
should the Crown Solicitor comment 
upon the fact at all? 
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Mr. ATKINSON said it was the duty 
of the representative of the Crown to 
say that counsel for the prisoner had 
produced no evidence of the fact. The 
sentence was commuted, as the jury 
had recommended him to mercy. In 
regard to the case of James Harkness, 
he was quite sure that the hon. Member 
had called attention to this case in all 
sincerity, but the hon. Member was 
under an entire misapprehension in 
supposing that the District Inspector 
or anybody was actuated against the 
‘man. It was onaccount of certain circum- 
stances which had not been brought to 
the hon. Member's notice that James 
Harkness’s application for a licence was 
refused. His mother had held a licence 
for the sale of arms and ammunition, 
and when she died William Harkness, 
who was manager of the business, 
obtained the licence. James Harkness, 
who had kept the books for his mother, 
set up an independent business, and 
also applied for a licence to the Resident 
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Magistrate, but the police authorities | 
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man. There could be no possible ground 
for suspicion that th» District Inspector 
had sny animus against Harkness, but, 
on the contrary, there might be some 
reason for Harkness to feel some against 
the District Inspector who, in his 
capacity as committee man of a local 
club had caused the building to be 
closed at certain hours owing to the 
disorderly conduct of some members, one 
of whom was Harkness. 





Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) asked 
ithe right hon. Gentleman whether the 
| Resident Magistrate would be repri- 
/manded for the insulting manner in 


| which he had written. 


|9Mr. ATKINSON said he hardly 
'thought it was a case calling for a 
| reprimand, but he thought, however, his 
| attention should be called to the letter if 
| this had not already been done. 


could not recommend him as a fit person | 


to hold a licence as he was of unsteady | 
habits, and while serving with his mother | 


had not kept the most necessary papers 
in a business-like manner. The hon. 
Member who thought that District In- 


spector Shiel was prejudicedagainst Hark- | 


ness, and that he had used his influence 
against him, wrote a letter on 18th July 
last, in which he said that if County 
Inspector Smith had been consulted a 
correct account of Harkness might have 
been obtained. That was the person 
from whom information was received 
that | e was not a proper person to get 
a licence. As the hon. Member was 
aware, it was necessary for one who sold 
arms and ammunition to furnish the 
police every month with an account of 
his sales. That was the only way to 
have a check and to ascertain how much 
was being sold and who were buying when 
affairs were in a disturbed condition. 
This man would never supply particu- 
lars ; he said he was very busy, or that 
he had other things to do. The hon. 
Member knew perfectly well that this 
was one of the matters alleged against 
him. The county inspector only stated 


| aware 


*Mr. DELANY said that the right 
|hon. Gentleman the Attorney-General 
| would recollect that a few nights ago he 
put to him a Question in regard to this 
|system in Ireland of making police 
Xeturns to the Judges of Assize. The 
great majority of offences committed 
| and reported upon were sending threaten- 
ing letters. 
He believed that most of them were 


' bogus, and that the judicial system in | 


Ireland, which made these Returns 
necessary, was indefensible, because one 
| of its effects was 10 produce criminals 
‘like Sullivan, Sheridan, and French. 
Why should it be given into the hands of 
/such men to prepare Returns for the 
| Irish Judges, who were expected to make 
| speeches on them? Did the present 
condition of things warrant such an ex 
|ceptional system? Under what law 


beers these Returns made, and what 


justification was there for their continu- 
ance? His hon. friend the Member for 


| Clare had spoken of the hopeful auguries 
|for the future in Ireland, and while he 


| sympathised with that speech he 
| wondered whether the Committee were 
that certain sections of the 


what he knew, and was not prejudiced | Coercion Act were practically in force 


when he gave information against this 


‘in several counties in Ireland. 


What 


Who sent these letters? | 
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reason existed for the Crimes Act at | 
all? It was passed at a time of excite- 
ment, brought about by the Pigott 
forgeries in 1887. Many changes 
had taken place in the country since 
then, and he did not think that under 
the present circumstances, with all the 
homing about a better state of things, 
that this Coercion Act should remain in 
force. He hoped to get a definite ex- 
pression of opinion on this subject from 
the right hon. the Attorney-General for 
Ireland. 





Mr. ATKINSON said that Section II. 
of the Crimes Act, which enabled two | 
resident magistrates to try crimes of a | 
certain character, was only enforced in a | 
very small area in the country; and it | 
was the desire of the Chief Secretary as | 
far as possible to relieve the whole | 
country from the operations of all 
exceptional legislation. As to the valine | 
Returns, with the centralised system of | 
police in Ireland, it was the duty of the 
police to keep a record of the crimes 
which were reported to them, and the 
Judges of Assize, as the representatives | 
of the Sovereign, had a right to demand | 
from the persons interested in the 
preservation of the peace what infor- 
mation was available as to the condition 
of the town or district. As a matter of 
fact, it was formerly the custom to report 
to the Judges of Assize the condition of 
the military in each district. He remem- 
bered that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose Burghs, when he 
was Chief Secretary for Ireland, said that 
after investigation he had come to the 
conclusion that the Judges had a right 
to demand this information. Whether | 
it was accurate or inaccurate was not to 
the point. There was no opportunity of 
testing the accuracy of these Returns, 
and they should be taken for what they 
were worth. 





Vote agreed to. 





And, it being half past Seven of the 
Clock, the Chairman left the chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday next; Committee to sit again 
this evening. 

VOL. CXXVIL_ | Fourru Series. | 
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EVENING SITTING. 


SUPPLY [22np ALLOTTED Day}, 
(Considered in Committee.) 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 


DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cuass I. 
Motion made, and Question _ pro- 


posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£321,697, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of 


| payment during the year ending on the 


31st day of March 1904, for Rates and 
Contributions in lieu of Rates, &c., in 
respect of Government Property, and for 
Rates on Houses occupied by Representa- 
tives of Foreign Powers, and for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Rating of 
Government Property Department, and 
for a Contribution towards the Expenses 
of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade.” 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT 
S.) said that while Government 
property was exempt from rating, 
yet, as a matter of conscience, the 
Government made contributions in lieu of 
the rates paid by otherownersand occupiers. 
Government property was of many kinds, 
such as prisons, barracks, and other 
buildings ; and the main objection to the 
present system was that the Government 
were their own valuers, and that any 
contribution made in lieu of rates was 
the result of an assessment by a Govern- 
ment valuer. Such contributions were 
not, however, in themselves adequate ; 
and it put an additional burden on the 
other owners and occupiers in any 
particular locality. Where the contribu- 
tion was inadequate a small minority of 
the general taxpayers in the district 
concerned had to make up the difference. 
That was a form of class taxation of the 
very worst character. Not only had the 
ratepayers in a particular locality to pay 
their own rates, but they had to make 
up the deficiency which resulted from the 
under-valuation of Government property. 
He himself had often protested against 
the principle of the Government being 


G 


(Islington, 
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its own valuer. It was difficult to imagine 
what would happen if every man was his 
own valuer. Why should not Govern- 
ment property be valued as private 
property by the local assessment com- 


mittee, providing, of course, for some 


form of appeal or a settlement by 
arbitration. 


When the late Mr. Hanbury repre- 
sented the Treasury, although the 
principle was not conceded, there was a 
great improvement in _ practice as 
regarded the amounts paid in rates by 
the Government, and in fact there was a 
time when there was no very great 
complaint apart from exceptional cases ; 


although the exceptions were very 
marked. He would submit to the Com- 


mittee a few instances of under-assessment 
in Jslington, Windsor, and Woolwich. 
In Islington, one of the great Metro- 
politan prisons covered an area of 4 acres 
and was rated at only £4,000. Inci- 
dentally he might remark that executions 
were now carried out in that prison, the 
consequence being that houses adjoining 
the prison had been vacated, the assess- 
ment value being rendered considerably 
lower. The Northern District Post 
Office was valued at only £340, and the 
County Court at £233; and he was 
assured by the borough authorities and 
by the chairman of the rating committee 
that these were very inadequate valua- 
tions. Another prison in the locality 
which covered upwards of 4 acres was 
valued at only £4,261. These were 
instances of the complaints which were 
made by the borough authorities of 
Islington. The borough of Windsor 
furmshed even a more striking illustra- 
tion. Owing to the residence of the 
Crown at Windsor, improvements had to 
be made ; public works had to be carried 
out; and the streets and roads of the 
borough were considerably injured by 
mounted troops passing over them. Yet 
the valuation of Government property in 
the borough was very low. The cavalry 
barracks, which covered 18 or 19 acres, 
were valued at only £2,350; the infantry 
barracks were only valued at £1,760 ; 
and he was assured by competent 


authorities that for the purposes of a fair 
assessment these valuations ought to be 
at least double what they were. No 
contribution whatever was paid in respect 
of Windsor Castle, which covered 30 
acres ; and in respect of the Home Park, 


Sir Albert Rollit, 
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the Commissioners of Woods and Forests 
paid only £30, which was obviously an 
under-assessment. Therefore the  in- 
habitants of the borough were com- 
pelled to make up the deficiency which 
existed in consequence of the inadequate 
contribution given by the Government. 
As regarded Woolwich, he was assured 
on competent authority that the 
Arsenal, the Royal Dockyards, the 
barracks and other Government build- 
ings, were all considerably undervalued. 
His noble friend the Member for 
Greenwich, when the subject was 
debated last session, spoke very strongly 
about the undervaluation of Government 
property in that borough also. As 
showing the unfairness of the valuation 
of Government property in Woolwich, 
he would mention that the gas works 
at Beckton were valued at £51,440, 
whereas the Arsenal, which had 
valuable buildings and fixed machinery 
and covered eight times the area of the 
gas works, was valued at only £55,877. 
That was certainly a great disparity. It 
would not be fair to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Committee further; and he 
would, therefore, content himself by 
protesting once more against the 
principle which he had described. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said that he was so often in agreement 
on administrative questions with the 
hon. Baronet that he found himse'f 


with the greatest regret obliged to 
differ from him on _ this occasion. 
The hon. Gentleman represented 


with conspicuous ability the interests 
of municipal corporations in_ this 
House. However, he himself trusted 
that whatever action the Treasury 
might take in this matter, they would 
remember the extremely liberal pro- 
vision which had already been made in 
this connection. There was a time 
when no provision at all was made. The 
fact was that it was a great benefit to a 
city or town to have these Government 
institutions. He had in his mind towns 
which were now competing for the 
establishment of similar institutions; 
and he knew that they would be 
|prepared to make great sacrifices to 
'secure them. He believed there was 
|among hon. Members representing 


| country constituencies, at all events, 
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a very strong feeling that the utmost 


this matter; and he could assure the 
Secretary of the Treasury that he would 
receive very considerable support in 
resisting a motion to increase the present 
contributions. He again wished to 
express his very great regret that he was 
obliged to differ from his hon. friend on 
that particular question. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he agreed with what had been said 
by his hon. friend. Originally, rates 
were not paid in respect of Crown 
property ; and subsequently the principle 
was introduced of paying a certain 
amount as a gratuitous allowance. It 
should be remembered that there was a 
great variety of Crown property. In 
London, they had many museums which 
were of enormous benefit to the inhabit- 
ants. It was obvious that where build- 
ings of that kind were concerned, it 
would be grossly unfair to rate them as 
if they were private property, and that 
they should be handed over to the local 
authority for rating purposes. If they 
were handed over, it would be found 
that they would be valued for assessment 
at a very considerable sum indeed. 
When private property was valued, the 
valuation was based on a just and pro- 
portionate principle, because the character 
of the properties was similar; but no 
principle of comparison would exist in 
connection with the valuation of Govern- 
ment buildings, as they were of an 
entirely different class. The question had 
been frequently raised and the Govern- 
ment had always opposed it. He him- 
self thought the Government property 
should be classified. For instance, why 
should the British Museum, which the 
inhabitants of the district in which it 
was situated availed themselves of, and 
which increased the valuation of adjacent 
property, be liable to increased taxation ? 
Then again, with reference to post 
offices, every local authority wanted the 
post office to select the best site in the 
town, and to erect the most handsome 
building; but then they asked the 
post office to pay heavily in rates be- 
cause of the value of the site and the 
building. If a local authority insisted 


on a valuable building being put up, | 
it was unfair that they should assess it | 


accordingly. 
possible limit had been reached in) 
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The hon. Baronet had 
taken a most active part in obtaining 
rates for Government property, and 
had rendered an incalculable amount of 
benefit to local authorities, who, he 
was sure, appreciated the hon. Gentle- 
man’s exertions. When, however, a new 
Secretary to the Treasury was appointed, 
the demand of the hon. Baronet was 
certain to be renewed. In 1895 the 
Government rates in England amounted 
to £250,800; at present they were 
£485,500, or nearly double. The build- 
ings had not doubled in that period, and 
it was obvious that it was the valuation 
which went up. 


Sir A. ROLLIT said 
poundage had also increased. 


that the 


Mr. CALDWELL said that was so, but 
it had not increased 100 per cent. In 
Scotland, the amount of Government 
rates in 1895 was £20,500, now it was 
£23,000; in Ireland the respective 
amounts were £41,000 and £52,000. 
Scotland appeared to be absolutely 
stationary, although the rates in the 
other countries had increased by leaps 
and bounds. There was great complaint 
in Scotland that the telegraph wires 
were not valued, and it was contended 
that they should be valued just asif they 
were the property of a private company, 
such as the National Telephone Company. 
He hoped the Secretary to the Treasury 
would be able to inform the Committee 
what was the amount of assessment now 
levied on the Osborne estate, which had 
been handed over to the Government. 
The total revenue from the estate was 
only £1,000, and it was probable that 
the Government would be asked to pay 
far more than that amount as rates. 
The hon. Baronet referred to the Beck- 
ton Gas Works, but it was well known 
that the principle on which gas works 
were valued differed very much from the 
principle on which dwelling-houses were 
valued. The valuation of gas works was 
based on the revenue which was derived 
from them. A Return should, however, 
be presented to Parliament showing the 
valuation of all the property of the Crown 
throughout the United Kingdom, and the 
manner in which it was rated ; and in com- 
piling that Return it would be important 
to classify Government property as far as 
possible. Property ofamercantilecharacter 
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should be dealt with on the same principle | property was now, as a matter of fact, 
as if it were privately owned. If the | subject to contributions for local purposes, 
Government carried on dockyards and | The principle adopted by the Department 
other businesses which were also carried | was to send down to the different localities 
on by private enterprise they ought to pay | their own vuluers, who, to the best of 
rates just as if they were private indi-| their ability, put on Crown property an 
viduals. But there was a great distinc-| assessable value. The valuer made it a 
tion between cases of that kind, and, for | rule to sce the assessment committee in 
instance, the case of Windsor Castle. | a locality, and to inquire into the general 
Everyone knew that the Castle did not in | rating in the district, and endeavoured to 
any way deteriorate Windsor; the very | find out what would be an adequate and 
fact that the Castle was there increased | proper contribution to the local rates. [n 
property all round. The population | 99 cases out of 100—indeed, in 999 cases 
flocked to the Castle, not the Castle to} out of 1,000—there was no difficulty in 
the population. He hoped the matter| coming to an agreement with the local 
would be put on a fair footing ; but the | authority. 

principle should not be conceded that 
Government property should be handed . — si ; , 
over to an allans valuation tribunal or|, “'k- CROOKS (W orem) me we 
even a County Court Judge. At present | _ eyeepe res to take what was 
they had to pay three prices for Govern- | CONE, SE ge ey 
ment property ; and the same principle | 

would occur inconnection with valuation. 





| Mr. ELLIOT said that unless there 
| was satisfaction, he did not think they 
| could have the present peaceful and happy 


pn ; ; | state of agreement. At any rate, as a 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Ettiot, Durham) | °"/" Sp PS APE. HEIN 
( LioT, Durham) | matter of fact, the assessment committees 


said the two hon. Gentlemen opposite | ). . ; 
PP | did not make any complaints against the 


had — diseussec bje | : - 
ad Cineed Ge makes = leongn | valuations. He ventured to think that 


before the Committee in the able! : . . ; 

aad intevention | f his } was a fair proof of the fairness with which 
SS re, ee, 'valuations were conducted. Rating 
friend the Member for South Islington | ; lout von" hy oi 
very impartially. The hon. Gentlemen matters, no doubt, rested largely on aa 
pointed ont very clearly what were the | old law sanctified by conturtes, namely, 
considerations which it behoved the | jae > oo ee would be 
Fovernment to bear in mind in consider- | oe deen 3 ie ar vn a ke 
ing this question. The question they had |?" ilgedd. ge pgpens Minit cs: Bes 
to consider was how far money was | = how could it be estimated what a 


I tee 1° ans voc wesils . 
to he provided by the local ratepayer | PY pothetical tenant was willing to offer 
: : for, for instance, a lunatic asylum, a 


and how far by the general taxpayer. | . . 
u 8 os | cavalry barracks, or a submarine mine. It 


It was an old principle handed | . 
down from their ancestors that the Crown | “¢™° ° this, that they had to take one 
thing with another; and he agreed 


property was not to be subject to rates. “weg! eccapotirs ar a 

Crown property nowadays represented |‘? 1 ey vay gree pee = = 
public property ; and the effect of putting | ''™M°S8 ° the present system that so 
taxation on Crown property was merely | ¥°'Y few complaints — received. 
to take money out of the pocket of the | Wing to the efforts of his hon. friend; 


public or general taxpayer instead of | 20 doubt, there had been a great change 
taking it out of the pocket of the local | ' these matters, and public property 
ratepayer. He listened with great in-| 2°W contributed more largely to local 
terest to the speech uf his hon. friend who | PUrPOses — than previously. But when 
brought forward the subject. It was a his hon. friend contended that not only 
little difficult to pity the inhabitants of should local property contribute to local 
Windsor, for all knew that the cause of | purposes, but that the locality should 
the prosperity of Windsor, and in no| decide what amount should be paid by 
small degree of its wealth, was the pre-| public property, he could not agree, as 
sence there of a residence of the Sovereign. | it lay with the Government to maintain 
It was perfectly true that palaces in the| the balance as between the general tax- 
personal occupation of the Sovereign were | payer and the local ratepayer. The hon. 
not rated at all; but all other Crown| Member for Mid Lanark suggested that 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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telegraph wires were not rated in 
Scotland. He did not understand that 
that was the case. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked on what 
valuation they were rated. 
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| they were alwaysarrived at because they 
| were told the Government were prepae d 
_togive a certain sum and no more, anu 
| that there was no appeal. It was a case 
| of leave it or take it ; and, of course, it 
'was accepted with the best possible 
| grace. 


Mr. ELLIOT said he understood that | 


the hon. Gentleman’s complaint was that | 
the telegraph wires were not rated at | 


all 


Mr. CALDWELL said he understood | 


that local authorities in Scotland com- 
plained that the amount was not 
gulticients 


Mr. ELLIOT said he was sure that 
the hon. Gentleman understood the 
matter thoroughly, otherwise he would 


not have brought it forward; but he) 


was informed that telegraph wires in 
Scotland did pay a contribution to local 
purposes. He did not know that he 
could enter into any details with regard 
to specific localities, such as Islington 
and Woolwich. He would say, however, 
that, with regard to Woolwich, the valua- 
tion hadonly recently been revised, andin 


Mr. ELLIOT said that when local 
authorities wrote and said they entirely 
agreed with the valuations, he did not 
think it could be said that an agreement 
had been extorted from them. 


Mr. CROOKS said that was the art of 
| polite letter-writing. It was the duty of 
the clerk toa local authority to inform 
‘the Government of what had happened 
‘in the politest possible language. The 
/argument that it was a distinct advan- 
tage to a locality to have Government 
buildings was pushed too far. For 
instance, what advantage was it to a 
‘locality to have such a building as 
|Holloway Gaol? He thought the 
Government should be put in exactly the 
/same position as a private firm. The 
/hon. Member for Mid Lanark said that 
‘although he was not in favour of 
Government property paying on full 





any event the localities mentioned could | assessment, nevertheless (Government 
not be regarded as neglected areas. telegraph wires should be fully assessed. 
Wherever new buildings were put up it | That was the old argument of assessing 
was the business of the Government | everybody else. The Government should 
valuer to go down and value the) get “over all these squabbles about 
premises. The rise in the amount paid | assessment if they introduced a measure 
in rates was due very largely to the | to carry out a proper permanent assess- 
increase in poundage, and also to the | ment, to which all property would be 
new and more expensive buildings the | liable. At present, many people got off 
Government were always erecting oF | because they had friends on the local 
acquiring. The only object of the | acgessment committee. Others had to 
Government was to keep the balance fair | pay more because they had no friends. 
between the general taxpayer and the | A post office ora police station had a 
local ratepayer, and anything that hon. | right to contribute to the looal rates 
Members could do towards that object | just as if it were in private occupation 
would be welcomed by the Government ‘4 new ammunition company which was 
and would assist in securing that what | now established at Plumstead was 
was right in the matter was done. | perfectly entitled to say that if Woolwich 
| Arsenal was properly assessed they should 

Mr. CROOKS said that on this par-| not be called upon to pay as much as 
ticular question he hada very varied and | they were. Surely, it was not impossible 
wide experience. The hon. Gentleman | to arrive at a proper method of assess- 
the Secretary to the Treasury talked of | ment. It was asked why should they 
mutual agreement between the Govern- | rate the Palace of Westminster ; but if 
ment valuer and the local authorities. | the Palace of Westminster were removed 
He had been chairman of an assessment | what magnificent flats could be put up, 
committee for many years, and had been | and what a large assessment they would 
& party to many such agreements ; but | yield. He hoped the contributions-in-aid 
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would go on increasing until the 
Government agreed to an impartial and 
proper assessment. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said there was 
an item for £8,000 for rates for houses 
occupied by the representatives of Foreign 
Powers. That was £1,600 increase over 
last year; and he was informed that 
the representatives of this country in 
foreign countries did not have their 
rates paidfor them. He wished to know 
if that was correct or not. If it was, it 
was curious that this country should be 
asked to pay the rates of foreign repre- 
sentatives, whereas its own representa- 
tives abroad had to pay their own rates. 


Mr. ELLIOT said the rates remitted 
on the houses of representatives of 
foreign countries were remitted according 
toa system of reciprocity. In the cases 
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where remissions were given our repre 
sentatives abroad were similarly treated. 


Mr. CALDWELL said hewished to move 
to reduce Item G—the Government con- 
tribution of £10,000 to the expenses of 
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade—by the 
sum of £1,000. When this matter came 
before the late Mr. Hanbury he took 
very considerable interest in it. Now, 
however, London had the benefit of 
two sums—not only the contribution of 
£10,000, but also the amount paid 
locally on Government property. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
Item G be reduced by £1,000 in respect 
of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade.’ 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70 ; 
Noes, 179. (Division List No. 229.) 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Zdinburgh) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, AVilliam Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles !M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hendc rson, Arthur (Durham) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton. Alfred E. (Morley) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 





AYES. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


NOES. 
Bill, Charles 


' Blunde?l, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Gritfith 
Bousfield, William Robert 





Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Bowles, Col. H. F. (Midd’x) 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Balcarres, Lord | Bull, William James 


Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | Campbell,J.H.M(DublinUniv. 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Beach, KtHn SirMichaelHicks Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Bigwood, James 


Ai. Crooks. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 





Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbt, L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, -lohn (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHn C. R. (Nogthants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radeli je 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York W. 2.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.} 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Gallowa: 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Caldwell and Mr. 
Wallace. 


Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.( Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
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Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crooks, William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


Dickson, Charles Scott 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Dake, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,RtUn. Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry Wi 

Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H (City of Lond 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, 
Goulding, Edward Alired 
Grenadin D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath James (Staffords.N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 


, Houston, Robert Paterson 





Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Davenport, William Bromley | Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
| Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale Rt. Hn.Sir Joseph C. | 
| Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
| Lawson,J.Grant (Yorks.,N.R. | 


on. 8.F.Ormsby-(Line. | 
| Mount, William Arthur 


Howard J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteta 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 





Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) | 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth | 
William | Macdona, John Cumming 
Foster, PhilipS. ( Warwick,S. W. | 
| M‘Iver SirLewis(Ldinburgh W 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 


Milvain, Thomas 


| Montagu, Hon.J.Scott;(Hants) | 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H, Aylmer 


Murray, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 


Myers, William Heory 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
O'Neill, Hon Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 


| 
| 
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Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
found, Kt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, MajJ.E. B. (Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfree 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,Eas?) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Stranes 
spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W.Bromwich ; 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Streyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast Toxtets 


| Thompson,Dr. EC(Monagh’n.: 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. } 
Whiteley,H (Ashton-und-Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd,SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Alexander Aclan:'- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 





Original question put, and agreed te. 


And, it being after Ten of the clock, 
the Chairman, in pursuance of Standing 
Order 15, put severally the Questions 
That the total amounts of the Votes 
outstanding in each Olassof the Civil 
Service Estimates, including Supplemen- 
tary Estimates, and the total amount of 
the Votes outstanding in the Estimates 
for the Army, be granted for the 
services defined in those Classes and Esti- 
inates. 

Cuass I, 
2. Question put, ‘ That a sum, not ex- 
ceeding £133,423, be granted to His 





| Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 


come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of Marchi. 
1904, for the following Services included 
in Class I. of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz. :— 


13. Public Works and Build- 
ings, Ireland - - - 106,128 
14. Railways, Ireland - - 27,214 
£133,342 ” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191 ; 
Noes, 72. (Division List No. 230.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Arnold-Forster, 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Hugh O. 
Balcarres, Lord 
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Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephC. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir, Edwin 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B.( Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ. (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.( Warwick:,SW) 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Jobnson 





Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 
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Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon,MajEvans (77 H mlets 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby (Sop) 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

troves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Iver Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton RtHnLordG( Idd x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staff’s., NV. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson,Sir A. (Staford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd. ,Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
}ambton. Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJ oseph( Monm’th) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks NR) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHon Walter( Bristols.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh WV 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott ( Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 


NOES. 


Cawley, Frederick 
Comming, Tesatin Allston 


Cremer, William Randal 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N 
O’Neill, Hon Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpont, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. BUsle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E.(V. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John , 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 
Thompson Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliamH. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Wotts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd,SirW. H.( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
a. Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 





nd {6 AuGusT 1903} 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Reberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George, ( York W.R. 
Whitley,J. H. (Halifax) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 








O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants i 
0’Mara, James Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) Mr. Fenwick and Mr. 
Partington, Oswald Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings) Manstield. 
Paulton, James Mellor Thomson, F. W. (York, W. BR.) 
Crass II, SCOTLAND. 

3. Question put, “That a sum not 27. Secretary for Scotland’s , 
exceeding £366,072, be granted to His Office - . q - 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will | 28. Fishery Board -  - = -_—‘:10,837 
come in course of payment during the year | 29. Lunacy Commission - 3,162 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1904, for | 30. Registrar-General’s Office - 3,149 
the following Services included in Class II. | 31. Local Government Board - 9,157 
of the Estimates for Civil Services, 7 — IRELAND. 

1. House of Lords Offices - 4.507 | 32: Lord-Lieutenant’s House- . 
”. House of Commons Offices- 16,820 hold - ae - 2,617 
5. Foreign Office - . - 34.887 | 39- Charitable Donations and - 
a q ‘ ’ ; R ‘ - 991 
7. Privy Council Office - - 5,130 Bequests : 
9. Mercantile Marine Services 68,860 37. Public Record Office A be per 
13. Civil Service Commission - 25,393 38. Public W orks Office ae 
14. Exchequer and Audit - 38,321 | 39. Registrar-General s a - Se 
15, Friendly Societies Registry 4,581 40. Valuation and Boundary 9.023 
21. Public Works Loan Com- Survey - . , - 12,03 
mission . - - 13 a aeieiciidian th 
22. Registrar-General’s Office - 22,942 arn 
25. Works and Public Build- Se ae 
ings Office - - - 37,200 | The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191 ; 
26. Seeret Service - - - 25,000 | Noes, 70. (Division List No. 251.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Jb alworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Col. Henry F. (Midd’x 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


AYES. 


| Butcher, John George 

| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cavendish, K. F. (NV. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Worc 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H, A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox. Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig, CharlesCurtis( A ntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Ear! of 

Davenport, William Bromley 








Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Wane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George. H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(City of Lond 
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Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,Maj Evans (7'r. Hmlts 
Gore, Hn.GRC. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midz 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffs., N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson,Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert ‘l’. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson,JohnGrant(YorksN R. 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 


Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Do'ling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Cuass IIL. 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh,W 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,Hon.J.Seott( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway.N. 
O’Neill, Hou. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


NOES. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur U. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal/) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Kussell 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Zifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely,MajJ. E. B.(sle of Wight 
Sharpe, Wiiliam Edward ‘I’. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Jtomford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, H.) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W.Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'ozteth) 
Thompson, Dr.EC( Monagh’nN 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliam H. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyn 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Roe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbt, L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, kt HnC. R. (Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. Rk 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Luke White and Mr. 
Levy. 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 


4. Question put, “That a sum, not | Come in course of payment during the 
exceeding £1,402,874',be granted to His | year ending on the 31st day of March, 
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1904, for Expenditure in respect of the ; 15. Supreme Court of 


following Services included in Class III. | 
of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz :— 


1. Law Charges 
2, Miscellaneous Legal 
Expenses 


SCOTLAND. 


10. Law Charges and 
Courts of Law 

11. Register House, 
Edinburgh . 


12. Crofters’ Commis- 
sion 
13. Prisons 
IRELAND. 


14. Law Charges and 
Criminal Prosecu- 
tions . e e 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James ( Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manr 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Itt, Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Col. H. F (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William Jame 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm | 
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Judicature and 
other Legal De- 
£ | partments in Ire- A : 
38,984 | land F ; 57,805 
| 16. Land Commission . 76,740: 
22,489 | 17. County Court Offi- ° 
| cers, We. : 66,527 
18. Dublin Metropolitan 
Police ; - 55,468 
= (19. Royal Irish Con- 
52,405 stabulary 792,002 
on ara | 20: Prisons ; 68,508 
27,053 91, Reformatory and 
a Industrial Schools 54,099 
_2,790 22 Dundrum Criminal 
50,840 Lunatic Asylum . 3,564 
£1,402,874” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 195 ; 


33,600 Noes, 69. 


AYES. 


Craig, CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C, 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.( Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philips. ( Warwick,S.W 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J A( Wore. | Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn | Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Chapman, Edward | Gordon,Maj Evans(7°rH’mlets 





Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Gore, HnG. RC.Ormsby- (Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Linc 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W, Raymond (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld.G.(Midz 





(Division List No. 232.) 


Hare, ‘Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.WV 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA. (Stafford, WV" ) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Rober: ‘I’. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., T'ott#ham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbiga 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasyow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph( Monwi th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks, VR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
T.eveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther,Rt Hon. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmowsh), 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo/) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Ldinburgh W 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J. Scott (Hants:. 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
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Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Asher, Alexander | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bell, Richard 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Cuass IV, 
5. Question put, ‘ That 


exceeding £854,228, be granted to His_ 


{COMMONS} 


Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J.E.BUsleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, Ease 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 
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Spencer, Sir E. (W.Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


NOES, 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 


| M‘Laren,SirCharles Benjamin 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


| Price, Robert John 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 
Rigg, Richard | 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


& Public 
a sum, not. 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 9. National 


come in course of payment during the | 


year ending on the 3lst day of March, | 


1904, for Expenditure in respect of the | 


ollowing Services, included 


‘of the Estimates for Civil Services, | 


7, °— 


6. Scientific Investiga- 
tion, &c. (United 
Kingdom) . 


A fi s-Gardner, James Tynte 
Al _denety vs istus Henry Eden 
illiam Reynell 


Anson, Sir 


| 


in Class IV. | 


| 
£. | 
| 
| 
| 
45,000 

AYES. 


See John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


(Scotland) . ; 


(Scotland) 





216 


Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somers:é 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Sturt, os. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Line 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd,SirW. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. Bath 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland - 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 


| Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Weir, James Gallowa 
White, Luke (York, B R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. BR.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs — 
Mr. Layland-Barratt and 
Mr. Toulmin. 


Education 
808,828 
Gallery 
400 
£854,228” 


The Committee divided ; Ayes, 193; 
| Noes, 66. (Division List No. 233). 


Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 
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Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, RtHnSir Michael Hicks 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henr 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert i 
Bowles,Col. H. F. (Middlesex) | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher,’ Joha George 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.( Birm 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A( Wore. 
Uhamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Seott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephC. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A, Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, IW.) 
Faber, George Denison ( Yor/:) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(MWane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S. (Warick,S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 





Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, HnA.G. H(City of Lond. | 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bell, Richard 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


Brown, Geo. M. (Zdinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt, Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 


Broadhurst, Henry | 
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Gordon, J. (Londonderry 8S.) 

Gordon,Maj Evans-(7’r. Hmlts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Line.) 


Gosling, Edward Alfred 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


; Groves, James Grimble 


Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 


i Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Middx 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Jas. a ke , NV. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W. 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham} 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Ken:) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Iver,SirLewis (Edinb’rghW 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt. HnAGraham( Bute 


NOES. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Elibank, Master of i 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventiy) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway N. 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
eid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Aarylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B (/sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Zanarks.) 
Spencer, Sir £. (WW. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes ) 
Sturt, Hn. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'ozxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC( Vonagl’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E. (Notts 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald | 
Wilson-Todd,SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Aclanid- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick, John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E, (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carn’rvonshire 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
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Lawson, SirWilfrid (Cornwall) ; Priestley, Arthur ; 
Layland-Barratt, Francis Rea, Russell | 


Rigg, Ricbard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert &.. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shipman, Dr. Jolin G. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants | 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings | 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Price, Robert John 





CLAss V. 


6. Question put, “That a sum, not 
exceeding £1,236,998 be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the following Services in- 
cluded in Class V. of the Estimates for 
‘Civil Services, viz. :— 


5. Telegraph 


£ 





i. Diplomatic and Consular 


Services . 284,780 | Noes, 66. 


AYES. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
| Corbett, T. L. (Dowu, North) 
| Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
| Craig,CharlesCurtis (AntrimS 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
iio, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Keynell 
Arkwright John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John | Crossley, Sir Savile 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy | Dalkeith, Earl of 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Davenport, William Bromley 
Balearres, Lord | Dickson, Charles Scott 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) | Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephC. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Dixon-Hartland, Sir k. Dixon 
Beach, Rt HonSirMichaelHicks | Doughty, George 
Bell, Richard | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Bigwood, James Duke, Henry Edward 
3lundell, Colonel Henry | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith | Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Bowles, Col. H. F. (Middlesex) | Faber, E. B. (Hants. W.) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Faber,George Denison (York) 
Brotherton, Edward Allen | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Bull, William James | Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J.(Man’r 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Butcher, John George | Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | Flannery, Sir Fortezcue 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Flower, Ernest 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Forster, Henry William 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm | Foster, P. 8. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn J A( Wore | Fyler, Juin Arthur 
Chamberlayne, T.(S'thampton) | Galloway, William Johnson 
Chapman, Edward Gardner, Ernest 
Churchill, Winston Spencer Gibbs, Hn. A.G, H(City of Lond 
Clive, Captain Percy A. Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Cochrance, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Gordon, J. (Londonderry S.) 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Gordon, Maj Evans(77.H’mlets 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Gore,Hn GRC. Ormsby-(Salop) 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby-(Line 
Compton, Lord Alwyne ‘ Goulding, Edward Alfred 








Pacifie Cable . 
6. Treasury Chest Fund 
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Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John,Lawson(Leeds,S, 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, #.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W .R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifas) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Warner and Mr, 
Lough. 


, 2. British Protectorates in 
Uganda . 

3. Colonial Services. 

4. Cyprus (Grant-in-Aid) 


445,593 
361,525 
2,000 
Subsidies and 
40,100 
103,000 





£1,236,998” 


The Committee divided :— Ayes, 195; 
(Division List No. 234.) 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Middz 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tott ham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetireys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpoo! 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. i 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 





Asht« 
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Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd Archie Kirkman 


Plummer, Walter R. 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Purvis, }obert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 


MIver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | 
Montagu, Hon.J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | 
Morgan,DavidJ( Walthamstow | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer | 
Mount, William Arthur | 
Murray, Rt Hn A Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. John P.(GalwayN. | 
ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

srown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 





Crass VI. 
7. Question put, “ That a 


ceeding £393,521, be granted to His 3 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 4, 
1904, for the following services included 
in Class VI. of the Estimates for Civil | - 


Services, viz. :— 


1, Superannuation and Retired 


Allowances (including 
Supplementary sum 
£4,000) . 


Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Robertson, Herbert (Hachney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. ‘Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


wom: E.B ([sleof Wight 
| Sharpe, W 


illiam Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew 


. Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East 


NOES. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Jacoby, Jaines Alfred 


Jones, Wm. (Carnurvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cornwadl/) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Levy, Maurice 

| Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lough, Thomas 

| M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rigg, Richard 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Roe, Sir Thomas 


, 2. Merchant Seamen’s 
Pensions . 


| 
sum, not ex- 


Hospitals 


a 


of 
342,914 











. Miscellaneous 
and other Allowances 


(Ireland) . 


5. Savings Banks’ and Friendly 
£ Societies’ Deficiencies. 
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Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Launcs.) 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson,Dr. EC( Monagh'nN 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H (A shton-und-Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbt. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer,RtHnC R.( Northants) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomas, F. W. (York, E. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Bryn 
Loberts. 


Fund 
i : 1,000 
Charitable 
646 
and Charities, 
. : 342 
48,619 


£393,521" 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 ; Noes, 67. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (/Valworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks | 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. HF( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M. (Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn. J A (Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley: 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) | 
Faber, George Denison (Yors) | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J.(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 




















Asher, Alexander _ 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Belton, Thomas Dolling 





{COMMONS} 


and 


’ AYES. 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Varwick,S.W 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H. (CityofLond. 
Godson, SirA ugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G.( Mid’ 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W, 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA. (Staford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(MWidd., Vottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur ¥r2d 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(.Wonm’ th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks, VR 
Lee, ArthurH (Hauts., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M, Iver,SirLewis(Kdint’rgh, V 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott{ Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell,George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Ay!mer 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Murray,Rt. Hn A.Graham( Bute | 


NOES. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 


Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburyh) 
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(Division List No. :235.) 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventiy) 
Murray ,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Heury p= 2% 
Nicholson, William Graham — 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N, 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

fandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


. Renwick, George 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopforil 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Afarylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(/sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, EZ.) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks, 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W.Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon, Artnur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Zanes.) 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hn. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. rt hichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Last Toxteth) 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(A shton und Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd,SirW. H.( Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Alexander Acland - 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
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Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Houglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Eis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Ciass VII. 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


{6 AUGUST 1903} 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 





will come in course of payment during 


the year ending on the 


31st day of | 


March, 1904, for the following Services | 


included in Class VII. of the Estimates | 


for Civil Services, viz. :— 


\ge-Gardner, James Tynet 
Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Keynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James ( Wa’worth) 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bigwood, es 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Col. Henry F.(.Widd'x) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M. (Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V C W (Derhysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J. (Birm 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A( Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
VOL. CXXVII. 





Noes, 70. 


AYES, 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Kt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir Jos. C 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) | 
Faber, George Denison (York) | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson | 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H. (CityofLond | 
Godson.SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(7’'r. Hmlts | 
Gore, HnG k.C.Ormsby-(Salop 


[FouRTH SERIEs. ] 


Revenue Depts. Estimates. 


8. Question put, ‘ That a sum, not ex- | 4. St. Louis Exhibition . 


ceeding £61,082, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will | 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R. (Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. PR. 
Tomkinsen, James 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson( Leeds.S. ) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. RP.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifac) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Priestley and Mr. 
Partington. 


£ 
50,000 


'5. Repayment to the Civil 
Contingencies Fund 


11,082 


£61,082” 





The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 196 ; 
(Division List No. 236.) 


Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby- (Linc 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG. (Mid 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. NV. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson,Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.'( Widd. Tottenham) 
Hudson. George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Johnstone, Heywood 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar ((@/asgow') 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson,J.Grant( Yorks.,N.R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


H 
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Lockwood, Lieut-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Kt. Hn. Walter ( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinb rgh, W 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagn, Hon.J.Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David ( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 


Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, Geor 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertaon, H. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Spear, John: Ward 
| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley,EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stansey, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC(MonaghanN 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson,iSir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Webb, Col. William 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


bo 








Myers, William Henry Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) Bi 
Nicholson, William Graham | Sinclair, Louis (Romford) TELLERS FOR THE AYES— Bu 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8S.) Skewes-Cox, Thomas Sir Alexander Acland- Bu 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Sloan, Thomas Henry | Hood,and Mr. Anstruther, Ca 
Percy, Earl Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, ZH.) Ca 
Pierpoint, Robert Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) a 
scales Ca 
NOES. Ce 
Asher, Alexander Jacoby, James Alfred Roe, Sir Thomas Ch 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Runciman, Walter Ch 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Kearley, Hudson E. Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) Ch 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling Kilbride, Denis Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) Ch 
Brigg, John Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal/) Shipman, Dr. John G Ch 
Broadhurst, ny, Layland-Barratt, Francis Spencer, Rt. Hn. R. (Northants Cli 
Brown, Geo. M. (Zdinburgh) | Leigh, Sir Joseph Taylor, Theo. C. (Radcliffe) Co 
Caldwell, James Levy, Maurice Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings Co; 
Causton, Richard Knight Lewis, John Herbert Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) Col 
Cawley, Frederick Lough, Thomas - Tomkinson, James Cor 
Channing, Francis Allston M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) Toulmin, George ol 
Cremer, William Randal M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. Ure, Alexander Co 
Dalziel, James Henry Mansfield, Horace Rendall Wallace, Robert Co: 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Moss, Samuel Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) Cre 
Douglas, Charles M. (Zanark) | O’Brien, P. J. (Zipperary, N.) Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. Cri 
Elibank, Master of Partington, Oswald Weir, James Galloway Cre 
Emmott, Alfred Paulton, James Mellor White, Luke (York, H. R.) Dal 
Fenwick, Charles Pearson, Sir Weetman D. Whiteley, G. (York, W. RB.) Da 
Fuller, J. M. F. Pirie, Duncan V. Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) Dic 
Griffith, Ellis J. Price, Robert John Yoxall, James Henry Dig 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester Priestley, Arthur Din 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Rea, Russell TELLERS FOR THE NoES— Dis 
Healy, Timothy Michael Rigg, Richard Mr. Alfred Hutton and Do 
Horniman, Frederick John Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) Mr. Nussey. Dor 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. ~~ Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) ~ 
Ww 
. sor ho « { . . . . Ell 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. | 12. Miscellaneous Effective Fak 
8. Question put, “That a sum not ex- | Services. i = 62,000 ee 
ceeding £783,000, be granted to His | ; ea 
Majesty, to defray the Charge whieh will | 13, War Office, Salaries and Fiel 
come in course of payment duving the | Miscellaneous Charges 331,500 Fin 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, | : Fin 
1904, for Expenditure on the following | Army (Ordnance Fac- ee 
Army Services, including Army (Ord- | tories) . . 255,000 oes 
nance Factories), viz. :— ee 
L 
a ? as ‘a | ~ 0” Ash 
11. Establishments for Mili- | £783,000 Ash 
tary Education . 134,500 |! —_-——— Bay 
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The Committee divided—Ayes, 196; Noes, 69. 


Agg-Gardner, James ite 
fp) Bees Aug. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

jalfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

( ‘ampbell,J. H.M( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (NV. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
Chapman, Edward 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Lwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. SirJosephC. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hn. A, Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 


Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 








{6 AuGcust 1903} 


AYES. 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H (City of Lond 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F.Ormsby- (Zinc 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hay, Hon, Claude George 
Heath,James(Staffords. NV. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA. (Staford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., T'ott’}ham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Johnstone, Heywood 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
pm, el Hon. Fredk. Wnt 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(Moum’ th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,N.R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol.S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewin 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ ( Wal-hamst «. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


NOES. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 


H 2 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(/sleofWight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Hen 
Smith,Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer,Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Last Toxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall? 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H(A shton-und-Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd,SirW. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES. — 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Brown, Geo. M. (Ldinburgh} 
Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Hen 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emruiott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael A 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall?) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Ben}. 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Roberts, John Bryn ( Fifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tunciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (C/evland) 








Expenditure. 


bo 
i) 
bo 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, RtHon CR( Northants 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson (Leeds.8 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Weir, James Gallowa 
White, Luke (York, Bb. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. 2 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Whitley Thomson 
and Mr. Rigg. 


Leigh, Sit Joseph Samuel, S. 


Resolutions to be 
Monday next. 


reported upon 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to, Rothesay 
Corporation Order Confirmation Bill ; 
Scottish Episcopal Clergy Widows’ and 
Orphans’ Fund Order Confirmation Bill, 
without Amendment. 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill ; 
Dover Corporation Bill; Hainault 
Forest Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London) 
Bill [Lords]; Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation Bill {Lords}; Bristol Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]; Maryport Harbour 
Bill a ; Manchester Corporation 
Bill [Lords]; Somerset and District 
Electric Power Bill | Lords] ; Birmingham 
District Tramways Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 

NAVY AND ARMY 
1901-2. 
(Considered in Committee.) 


EXPENDITURE, 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Whereas it appears by the Navy 


Appropriation Account for the year ended 
the 31st day of March, 1902, and the 
statement appended thereto, as follows, 
viz. :—-(a.) That the gross expenditure 
for certain Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £205,224 2s. 6d., as shown in 


M. (Whitechapel) 





column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure 
for other Navy Services fe!l short of the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £220,819 4s. Id., as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the said appended 
Schedule, so that the gross actual ex- 
penditure for the whole of the Navy 
Services fell short of the gross estimated 
expenditure by the net sum _ of 
£15,595 1s. 7d.; (b.) That the receipts 
in aid of certain Grants for Navy 
Services fell short of the total estimated 
receipts by the sum of £89,584 Os. 11d. 
as shown in column No, 3 of the said 
appended Schedule, while the receipts 
in aid of other Navy Services exceeded 
the estimate of such receipts by a total 
sum of £168,173 16s, 8d., as shown in 
Column No. 4 of the said appended 
Schedule, so that the total actual receipts 
in aid of the Grants for Navy Services 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by 
the net sum of £78,589 15s. 9d; 
(c.) That the resulting differences between 
the Exchequer Grants for Navy Services 
and the net expenditure are as follows, 
viz. :— 
£ s. d. 

275,779 5 11 


181,594 8 7 


Total Surpluses— - 
Total Deficits - 





Net Surplus - 


£94,184 17 4 


And whereas the Lords’ Commis- 
sioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application, 
in reduction of the net charge on Ex- 


chequer Grants for certain Navy Services, 


of the whole of the sums received 1! 
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excess of the estimated ee | 
in-Aid, in respect of the same services ; 
and have also temporarily authorised the 
application of so much of the said total 
surpluses on certain Grants for Navy 
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Services as is necessary to cover the said 
total deficits on other Grants for Navy 
Services. 

1. Resolved, That the application of 
such sums be sanctioned. 


Expenditure. 


























SCHEDULE. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations-in-Aid 
Excesses of Surpluses of Deficiencies Surpluses 
; ai . ' Actual over Estimated of actual as of Actual a 
Number of Navy Services, 1901-1902. Estimated over Actual | compared with | compared with 
Vote. Votes. Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
3. 2. 3. 4. 
& « & Ss a & & «a«.¢ £ s. d. 
1 .. | Wages, &c. of Officers, Seamen, 
and Boys, Coastguard, and 
Royal Marines a mie 39,328 19 8 6,168 16 10 
2 .. | Victualling and Clothing for 
the Navy Po a Ke 3,749 7 O Bom ‘ns 13,753 19 1 
Medical Establishments and 
Services .. xe es * nn 11,570 2 0 ~~ 503 10 2 
4 .. | Martial Law - én - 921 10 3 Pr a 38 4 6 
5 .. | Educational Services ‘ os 5,831 15 5 214 8 os 
6 .. | Scientific Services “e e 742 5 10 a ~~" 3,247 1 5 
7 .. | Royal Naval Reserve i ee 45,773 16 10 oh 8214 4 
4 .. | Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
| tenance, &c. 
Sec.1 .. | Personal 18,822 18 5 <“ < 886 3 1 
Sec. 2 .. Material 86,826 19 8 Be a 70,164 7 1 
Sec. 3 .. | Contract Work oe 77,974 15 9 36,800 10 11 oe 
9 . | Naval Armaments - a 24,989 10 0 es 67,440 0 0 
10 . | Works, Buildings, and Repairs 
; _ at Home and Abroad Ail 38,324 12 9 22,052 7 
ll - | Miscellaneous Eifective Ser- | 
vices. 2 bie is 35,940 0 9 an 44,329 6 10 o 
12 . | Admiralty Office re es 4,975 6 7 . ee 5 d 
13 . | Half-Pay, Reservedand Retired 
| Bay xs es : os 16,354 11 4 82412 0 
lt .. | Naval and Marine Pensions, 
| Gratuities, and Compassion- 
; | ate Allowances eee? 6,314.19 7 - 1,445 12 9 
15 -. | Civil Pensions and Gratuities 3,704 13 11 an 12 611 
| Amount written off as irre- 
| coverable hes a a 3,897 0 10 
205,224 2 6|{ 220,819 4 1 89,584 011! 168,173 16 3 











Net Surplus, £15,595 1 7 Net Surplus, £78,589 15 9 





Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer 


Whereas it appears by the Army Ap- 
propriation Account for the year ended 
the 3lst day of March, 1902, and the 
statement appended thereto, as follows, 
viz. :—(a.) That the gross expenditure 
for certain Army Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £4,796,909 14s. 11d., as shown in 
Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure 
for other Army Services fell short of the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £2,923,978 7s. 2d., as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the said appended 
Schedule; so that the gross actual ex- 
penditure for the whole of the Army 
Services exceeded the gross estimated 





£94,184 17 4 





expenditure by the net sum _ of 
£1,872,931 7s. 9d.; (b.) That the re- 
ceipts in aid of certain Army Services fell 
short of the estimate of such receipts by 
a total sum of £235,231 13s. 6d., as 
shown in Column No. 3 of the said 
appended Schedule ; while the receipts 
in aid of other Army Services ex- 
ceeded the estimate of such receipts by 
a total sum of £2,362,289 3s. &d., as 
shown in Column No. 4 of the said ap- 
pended Schedule ; so that the total actual 
receipts in aid of the grants for Army 
Services exceeded the total estimated 
receipts by the net sum of £2,127,057 
10s. 2d. ; (¢.) That the resulting differences 
between the Exchequer Grants for Army 
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Services and the net expenditure are as 
follows, viz. :— 


£ s. d. 
Total Surpluses - 3,773,058 9 4 
Total Deficits - 3,518,932 6 11 


Net Surplus - £254,126 2 5 


And whereas by a Vote of Parliament 
during the present Session (House of 
Commons Paper, No. 255, of 1903) a 
further sum of £100 has been granted 
for the expenditure of the year 1901-2, 
and the appropriation of additional 


{COMMONS} 


and Means. 236 


receipts in aid of such expenditure has 
been sanctioned to the amount of 
£1,872,831 7s. 9d. 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application of so 
much of the said total surpluses on 
certain Grants for Army Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits 
on other Grants for Army Services. 


2. Resolved, That the application of 
such sums be sanctioned. 





SCHEDULE. 











Balances irrecoverable 








= | Gross Expenditure. Appropriations-in-Aid. 
2 FR cos cena Dime 
~ ! 
oI | Excesses of Supluses of Deficiencies of | Surpluses of 
S | Army Services, 1901-1902. } Actnal over Estimated Actual as Actual as 
& Votes. | Estimate; over Actual compared with compared with 
_ | Gross Gross Estimated | Estimated 
= Expenditure. Expenditure. Receipts. | Keceipts 
4 | 
1. 2. 3 4. 
| | 
} £ s. d £ s. ad £ s. d £ s 
1 Pay, &c., of Army (General Staff, Regi- | 
ments, Reserve, and Departments) | 689,068 5 6 227,385 1 | 
2 | Medical Establishments: Pay, &c. .| 99,267 3 7 ey ; 2,770 9 
3 | Militia - Pay, Bounty, &c. pn oe 1,066,248 1 8 6302 5 5 | ie 
4 Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay and Allowances. . 141,624 16 8 e | 06 6 
5 | Volunteer Corps: Pay and Allowances ‘ 24,276 14 2 1,275 12 7 
6 Transport and Remounts a 2,285,301 19 3 $i 168,046 2 7 
7 Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies 1,506,875 16 0 i 1,168,151 11 0 
© Clothing Establishments, and Services .. ea 160,802 17 3 | 79,147 18 4 
9 | Warlike and other Stores . Supply and 
| Repair wo i $x os 1,110,777 16 11 
10 | Works, Buildings, and Repairs: Cost, | 
including Staff for Engineer Services .. | 41,394 3 9 av 
11 | Establishments for Military Education | ie 6.188 4 0} 
12. Misccllaneous Effective Services. . eect 54,448 5 8! j 3 
13 War Office: Salaries and Miscellaneous | | 
Charges ‘a ee ‘a .| 24,676 10 0 ; | 315 16 4 
14 | Non-effective Charges for Officers, &c. Ell > 414.059 16 6! A | 23,207 5 8 
1 Non-effective Charges for Men, &c. a $1,166 9 4 77,778 19 9 
16 | Superannuation, Compensation, & Com- | | 
passionate Allowances ° e 1,565 3 1 | 445 Of} 


13,145 18 9 





Add Excess Vote we . oe | 


| 4,796,909 14 11 





x 


2,923,978 7. 2 
100 0 0 





| 2,362,289 





| | 4,796,909 14 11 | 2,924,078 7 2 


| 
235,231 13 6 | 2,362,289 3 8 


\ 








Net Deficit, £1,872,831 7 9 


Net Surplus, £2,127,057 10 2 





Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. 
WAYS AND MEANS. 
(Considered in Committee.) 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


1. Resolved, That, towards making good 
the Supply to be granted to His Majesty 


Net Surplus ... £254,226 2 5 





for the service of the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1902, the sum of 
£10 be granted out of the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom. 


2. Resolved, That, towards making good 
the Supply to be granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1904, the sum of 
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£75,392,969 be granted out of the Con- 
solidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 
(Mr. Elliot.) 

Resolutions to be reported upon Monday 
next. 
CONVENTION BILL. 


[THIRD READING. ] 


SUGAR 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
did not think it would be necessary for 
him to detain the House for any great 
length, because there was no reason why 
he should repeat the arguments submitted 
at the various stages of the Bill. But the 
situation they had arrived at was in some 
respects very strange. Owing toa ruling 
of the Chairman of Committees, who held 
that it would be out of order to move 
Amendments not in harmony with the 
Convention, the House had been unable in 
Committee to express an opinion on the 
most drastic proposals of this measure. 
They had been unable to express any 
opinion on the bonding of factories, the 
necessity for certificates of origin with all 
sugar imports, and the extraordinary 
position to which Parliament would be 
reduced by the permanent Commission 
appointed under the Convention. The 
country had been secretly committed by 
the Government to all these proposals. 
He thought that that was unprecedented 
in the history of the commercial law in 
this country. At this last stage he asked 
the Committee to look back and inquire 
what was the origin of this Bill? Many 
people thought that the Colonial Secretary 
was the originator of this Bill, for, of 


course, it was an open secret that the , 


Colonial Secretary controlled not only his 
own Department, but the Foreign Office, 
the Treasury, and the Board of Trade, 
aud indeed every Department of the 
Government. None of the permanent 
officials in these great Departments of the 
State approved of the Convention, but 
they were forced by the imperious will of 
the Colonial Secretary to carry out its 
policy. The important thing, how- 
ever, for the House to see was that the 
Colonial Secretary was not the originator 
of the Bill. The Bill had its origin in a 
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narrow commercial interest—sugar refin- 
ing and producing—and that in itself 
was a novelty in this House. They 
had been told that the interests of the 
sugar refiners depended on this Bill, but 
the debates had exploded that theory. The 
sugar refining industry in this country 
had not declined. It was now as great 
and probably far more profitable than 
ever it was. Therefore, they did 
not find any basis in the sugar refining 
industry for this drastic legislation. The 
Colonial Secretary had used the language 
of the greatest exaggeration in referring to 
this industry when he said that if it had 
developed as it should have developed 
it would have given employment to tens 
of thousands, if not to hundreds of 
thousands of people. What was the 
truth of the matter? We at present refined 
40 per cent. of the sugar introduced 
into this country, and that gave employ- 
ment to 2,418 men; if we refined the 
whole of the sugar therefore, that 
would only find employment for 6,000 
men. Why, there were many single 
factories all over the country which 
employed as many men as that. He 
mentioned that to show the great ex- 
aggeration in which the Colonial Secretary 
indulged ; in fact, the figures produced 
by the Colonial Secretary showed that 
he was totally ignorant of the commercial 
affairs of the country. The refining 
interest was a small, a narrow, anda petty 
interest. Its want of development was 
due to the fact that it was much more 
economical to complete the process of 
refining where sugar was produced. He 
therefore dismissed the interests of re- 
finers as really not affected by the Bill. 
The other interest was that of the West 
Indies, which only sent three out of every 
100 Ibs. of sugar to the British con- 
sumer. Sir Neville Lubbock was the 
real originator of the Bill, That gentle- 
man, who was a West Indian producer, 
had pressed this policy eloquently and 
consistently for the last thirty years. 
Twenty years ago the Colonial Secretary 
refused to accept his programme, but now 
he had capitulated, and the credit for this 
new legislation belonged entirely to Sir 
Neville Lubbock and one or two other re- 
presentatives of West Indian producers. 
The Colonial Secretary had said that this 
Sugar Convention would give stability to 
the price of sugar, but that was only 
another way of saying that it would make 
sugar dearer to the British consumer. 








239 Sugar 
This country went to the relief of the 
West Indian islands and spent on their 
behalf a capital of £400,000, and was 
giving them at present a gift at the 
rate of between £30,000 and £40,000 
a year. Of all the sugar which the 
West Indies produced we only got 
one-fifth. Four-fifths went to the United 
States, and so when this House, under 
closure, voted last year £250,000 to the 
West Indies, £200,000 of it went to make 
sugar cheap to the United States of 
America. Or if they looked at it from an- 
otherstandpointand had regard only to the 
fifty tons of sugar which we receive from 
the islands, the grant amounted to £5 
per ton on all the sugar they sent us. 
That was a pretty gift to give to 
a small commercial class. If this Bill 
caused an increase of a halfpenny in the 
pound in the price of sugar, it would cost 
the country £7,500,000. If the Bill in- 
creased the cost of sugara penny it would 
represent a total of £15,000,000. That 
was to be theresult of attempting to benefit 
this commercial interest. In mentioning 
these large sums he did not believe he 
was indicating the real burden that this 
policy would involve. The real vice of 
the policy was contained in the extra- 
ordinary principles which the Govern- 
ment had accepted, and which the 
Colonial Secretary stated with perfect 
frankness. Let them look at one or two 
of these statements— 


“If 1 am to compare industries, the West 
Indian industry is more deserving of eonsider- 
ation than the jam industry . ... whichisa 
protected industry of the worst kind.” 


He deprecated any such comparison 
of industries. It would be an evil day 
for the country when they started such 
comparisons, because they would favour 
one and ignore another, the Government 
of the country would become corrupt, 
clever men would get the ear of Ministers, 
and their hands would be dipped secretly 
into the money of the taxpayers to 
assist a favoured industry, while others 
were left out in the cold. It was a most 
unfortunate expression for the Colonial 
Secretary to have used. What was the 
meaning of saying that jam was a pro- 
tected industry? This was a misuse of 


words. Jam manufacturers got no help 
from Parliament. He thought that the 
great interests represented in the sugar 
industries of the country would resent 


Mr. Lough. 
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the tone of the Colonial Secretary. The 
right hon. Gentleman also gave expres- 
sion to another remarkable sentence, 
viz.— 

‘** Justice is a principle, but free trade is a 
policy; you may change ‘ond policy, but 
principies ought to be eternal.” 

What did that mean? Unless it wasa 
piece of mere clap-trap, it meant that 
the principle of justice required that 
one producing industry should be picked 
out and helped. Why should it be? 
Did the country send these producers to 
the West Indies to develop their estates ? 
If they made a profit would the country 
receive a share? No; they did it for 
their own interest, and as they were 
entitled to the profit, so also they ought 
to bear the loss. There was no principle 
of justice involved ; it was a job. The 
money already given to these people was 
a job. and if further millions of burden 
were thrown on the nation it would bea 
still greater job, and t!e Colonial Secre- 
tary and the Government had no right 
to attempt to justify such a policy by 
appealing to the principles of justice. 
In justice the interests of the poor people 
of the kingdom ought to be placed in 
front of any one financial interest. This 
Bill was a type of the fiscal revolution 
which the Government were trying to 
work inthecountry. The same question 
with regard to the steel or any other 
industry would arise as in the case of 
sugar. The Government were not 
carrying on an inquiry; they were 
effecting a revolution. The Bill would 
make a complete change in the com- 
mercial policy of Parliament. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer stated 
yesterday — 

‘The proposal would seem to involve 


placing the manufactures of all these products 
in this country in bond.” 


The Privy Council would be called 
together next week to prohibit the 
import of sugar from all countries that 
competed with those which were parties 
to the Convention, to devise certificates 
of origin, and to place in bond all these 
factories which had been freely carried 
on for generations. The Government 
were placing shackles on the free trade 
of the country, and setting up a system 
of protection. Under such circumstances 
the country ought to be consulted 
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It was time a general election was 
arranged for. Before such a revolu- 
tionary change in the fixed policy of the 
country was effected by a Government 
elected to bring a war to a conclusion, 
the voice of the people ought to be 
heard. What protection had the House 
or the country from these dangerous 
designs of Ministers? Nothing but the 
old sense of honour which used to prompt 
Ministers to appeal tothe country before 
any departure was made from settled 
policy. This should induce the Govern- 
ment to consult the people on this 
occasion. It was because he feared that 
a revolution, which would have far- 
reaching effects on trade, was being 
secretly and uncandidly carried out in 
this country that he begged to move the 
rejection of the Bill. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) in 
seconding the motion, said he was glad 
to take a humble part in opposing this 
act of criminal folly on the part of the 
Government. He could not remember 
any measure in his Parliamentary ex- 
perience which struck so directly and, 
he feared, fatally, at the physical welfare 
of the poor of the country. The Bill 
was the outcome of the agitation of not 
more than half a dozen sugar merchants 
and manufacturers—an a :itation which 
had been going on for thirty years. He 
first came into contact with the move- 
ment in 1878, when the emissaries of 
this West Indian interest organised an 
agitation with certain working men at 
its head, but it was perfectly well known 
that the movement was not financed 
by the operatives engaged. The agita- 
tion was maintained by a few capitalists 
in the City of London, and by per- 
sons engaged in the work of sugar 
refining. He remembered that he was 
one of the chief officers of the Trades 
Union Congress at the time, and he 
was unceasingly assailed — even his 
private residence was not free from the 
attack and annoyance of an organised 
band of ruffians employed by the sugar 
interest to advocate the cause of taxing 
bounty-fed sugar. The Board of Trade 
at that time was strongly opposed to 
the movement, and he remembered that 
he had to make speeches against this 
anti-sugar bounty movement in many 
parts of the country, and that he always 
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went to the Board of Trade for his 
powder and shot. It was at the Board 
of Trade he was supplied with ammuni- 
tion for the defence of the position 
which the majority of working-men took 
up on that subject. The agitation had 
never died out wholly, and although the 
means employed in those days had 
ceased to be used for many years past, 
the same interest was still alive, and was 
constantly working through various 
channels as they now saw with greater 
success than was obtained in those 
times. It was the sugar refiners of 
London and Bristol, and, in those days, 
Greenock, who were the parties to the 
conspiracy against cheap sugar in this 
country, and he only regretted that the 
position taken up by the Colonial Secre- 
tary in those days had been abandoned 
by him in his later and more evil- 
disposed days, and also that the Board 
of Trade had now surrendered itself 
into the hands of the enemies of cheap 
food for the people of this country. 


Dearer sugar would be the result of the 
Bill, and, if it were not the result, how 
was the Bill going to satisfy the nations 
of Europe, in whose interests the Govern- 
ment had entered into the alliance to 
force iton our people? If there was no 
change in the price of sugar produced, 
for instance, in the West India Colonies, 
the Bill would be a failure. He, how- 
ever, feared that the Bill would not be a 
failure. On the contrary, he was afraid 
it would increase the price of the second 
necessity of the people in the matter of 
food, and it was on this ground that he 
opposed the Bill. He looked upon the 
measure as an advance guard of the 
foreign army that was to be let 
in by the Government. If the Govern- 
ment had their way that foreign 
army would invade the homes of the 
poor of this country, and abide in them 
for many years to come. Talk of “ Little 
Englanders,” he had never known a 
policy introduced by any Government of 
this country which more favoured that 
policy than did this Bill. It would be of 
great advantage to Germany ; it would 
also be of great advantage to France. It 
would cheapen articles in those countries 
to the consumers there, and it would 
relieve the taxpayers of those countries 
at the expense of the consumers in this 
country. That must be the result of the 
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legislation, and he only regretted that the ; House, and he did not think he need 
Government should have commenced on/|take up the time of the House in 
a down-grade policy of that kind, and of | traversing the arguments put forward 
so serious a nature without consulting | by the hon. Member. The hon. Gentle 
the country; he regretted that they|man the Member for Leicester had 
should seek to force the Bill through | referred to a movement which took 
Parliament at the end of a long, dreary place some years ago, and had he known 
and weary session and after a most in- | that he was going to do so, he would 
adequate discussion. He looked upon | certainly have looked up his papers 
the measure as one of the meanest de- | upon the subject, because he thought 
scription. There was not a poor child in | he would have been able to show 
the country which would not be deprived | therefrom that the people were strongly 
of pleasure of some sort, and in some|jn fayour of this measure of justice 
cases of necessities, through the increased | 4. our sugar-producing colonies, and 
price of the sweetening materials used | 4),4 to the refining interests at home 
in ordinary food. Why should the poor | tH would remind the House of one 
little ones be taxed in this way in order ‘reason why the agitation had ceased. 


that those who had made millions of | It was because the refineries themselves 
profit out of the sugar trade of the 


country might still further increase their | nw silent. ar _ of ci ey me 
great and rapidly growing wealth. Yet | i ng oe _ wT ha " Ther A i 
that, as far as he could see, was the only | b _— b anaes re A hh 
object of the Bill which he opposed, | 7°¢7 Sroken up, an ee 
hecause he believed it was inimical to | had been engaged in them had been 
the real interests of the poor. He be- | transferred to other trades, and that 
lieved it was betraying the best interests | fact alone accounted for their silence. 
of the welfare of the poor for the benefit | He congratulated the House that, 
of those who could well do without the | however tardily, it was at least doing 
assistance of the House in this great in- Justice to a great industry, and that 
dustry, and he sincerely trusted that it was also doing justice to British 
even at this eleventh hour some hon, | subjects whether at home or in any 
Members on the other side of the House | Crown colony. 

would rise superior to Party bondage, | 
ard stand out, especially as they were 
nearing the time when they would have 
to give an account of their stewardship. | House, however, that the cultivation of 
He hoped they would stand out fearlessly | }o¢¢ had been tried in England for several 
against Government influences of this kind | = 


au sue odiateah ; tion | ea? and there was ample evidence to 
and vote agains’ a measure of protection | show that it’ could be grown equally well 


to the rich at the cost of the struggling | in this country as in the North of France 
poor. He begged to second the Motion. | ¢, Germany. This Convention would be 
a charter of freedom in the cultivation of 
Amendment proposed - | beet, and would give people of enterprise, 
‘*Be leave cut the werd ‘now.’ and at the interested in agriculture, a fair opening 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon | for introducing a valuable new cultivation 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) throughout the length and breadth of the 
land. 











Ithad been frequently stated that England 
was not a producing country,and therefore 
was not concerned. He would inform the 


Question proposed, “That the word | 


‘now, stand part of the Question. Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §.) appreciated 


- a ; the indignation which had found such 

MR. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, adequate expression in the speeches of 
A bereromby) said the hon. Gentleman | the mover and seconder of the Motion for 
who had just sat down apparently did | the rejection of the Bill, and associated 
not remember that strong language did | himself with all the arguments they had 
not make arguments. As a matter of | used, but the feeling uppermost in his 
fact, they had heard his speech, and | mind in the course of recent debates had 
the speech which had been delivered | been one not so much of indignation as of 
by the hon. Member for West Islington, | surprise at the action of the Government 
at least a score of times before in that | in agreeing to such a Convention, and 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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introducing such a Bill. Why had they 
done it? He was certain it was not due 
to the Treasury or to the Board of Trade ; 
the speeches of the representatives of 
those Departments showed that their con- 
victions in the matter were not very 
deep-seated. It was the work of some 
other department. How were the people 
of this* country to benefit by the policy 
embodied in the Convention and the Bill ? 
He could understand the benefit of the 
policy to Germany, France, and Austria, 
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who had been paying money for the sup- 

port of the sugar industry outof thepockets | 
of their people. They had a natural | 
interest to get rid of this heavy charge, | 
and in securing this Convention they 
had twisted usroundtheir fingers. The Bill | 
was Obviously framed in their interests, | 
and had relation to Continental and | 
not to British conditions. [t was an | 
absurd, confused, clumsy return to | 
protectionist ideas, and was filled with | 
intricate devices in the interest of protec- | 
tionist countries. This unlucky Conven- | 
tion was being made by this Act part of 

the law of Great Britain, and all the. 
permanent Commission might choose to | 
dictate was to be binding on us, and we 

had got to follow in a humble manner 

all the behests of this body sitting at | 
Brussels on which we had one very | 
small voice and the interests of most of | 
whom were opposed to those of this | 
country. That was the position in 
which we had been landed, and what a | 
grotesque inconsistency there was in the | 
manner in which that position h:..d been 

brought about. It was advocated nomin- | 
ally in the interests of free trade, but upon | 
protectionist doctrines, and by men) 
many of whom were avowed protec- | 
tionists, It was said that Great Britain | 
ought more and more to make her trade | 
independent of foreign countries, and | 
yet here we were binding ourselves in a | 
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Lastly, we were told that we ought 
to do everything we could to pro- 


mote British manufactures. How 
were they going to benefit British 
manufactures by this Act? They were 


going to raise the price of the raw 
material to the large manufacturers, and 
in addition to raising the price they were 
going to divert the bounties from the 
production of that raw material which 
they at present obtained on advantageous 
terms to the production of manufactures 
to compete with ourselves. With one 
hand they were raising the price of the 
raw material, and with the other asking 
them to subsidise those goods which 
competed with British goods. That was 
indeed a new fiscal policy. This new 
fiscal policy was unwise in its conception, 
it had been unskilful in its negotiation, 
and it would be unprofitable in its 
results. He had the gravest possible 
doubt whether this Act would be of any 
benefit whatever to the West Indies. 
The most that the President of the Board 
of Trade ventured to say for it was that it 
would steady prices. ‘That was not what 
the West Indies asked for or expected. 
They expected the price to be raised. 
He had been in both Cuba and Jamaica, 
and the belief there was that the price 
would be raised. He greatly doubted 
whether prices would be made much 
more steady by the operation of the other 


'forces by which prices were affected. 


They must mistrust prophecies which 
were given them in this way. The last 
prophecy was the one which they had 
from the hon. Member for Liverpool. 
The argument of his hon. friend the 
Member for Liverpool was that this Con- 
vention might result in the increased 
cultivation of beet in this country. That 
was an argument they heard for the 
first time that night ; but if the cultiva- 
tion of beet became a source of profit to 


new set of chains, and pledging ourselves | the agriculturists of this country, it 


to do what other countries prescribed. 
We were told we ought to suspect Ger- 


| would enter into competition with the 
| West Indies, and then what became of 





many and to regard her interests a8 | the benefit which this Act was to confer 
hostile to our own; yet it was under | on those Islands ? 


the lead of Germany that this Conven- 
tion had been made, and Germany more 
“st: a 4 rpovand ererpa dino maar take such a partial view as to consider 
ry it. e were told we ought to give only the West Indies. 

all the help we could to our colonies, | 

but by this Convention we abandoned | Mr. BRYCE said that up to the 
all power of giving them any preference. ' present in all the debates the only 


Mr. LAWRENCE said he did not 
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tangible benefit that was expected to 
accrue from this Act was expected to 
accrue to the West Indies. The interests 
of the West Indies was the only one 
argument they had been able to grasp 
as being something tangible. He really 
doubted whether there would be any 
benefit to the West Indies under this 
Convention. The commercial misfortunes 
of the West Indies were much deeper 
than anything this Bill could remedy. 
This was not the right method. If they 
were to spend money upon benefiting 
the West Indies and giving them a 
ehance of recovering their prosperity, 
they would effect far more, in his 
opinion, by establishing factories and by 
encouraging the intelligent cultivation 
of sugar-cane and other products than 
they could possibly effect by this Con- 
vention. With regard to the astonish- 
ment which this Convent‘on inspired, 
he himself could not understand why 
the Government had entered into it. 
As he had already expressed his distrust 
of prophecies, he would not venture to 
oe any. He would not say whether 
the price would be steady or whether it 
would rise or not, but he ventured to 
express the hope that the Government 
would make as few orders as possible and 


interfere as little as they could with the , 


course of trade. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would take the first opportunity 
they could of extricating themselves from 
a very embarrassing position in which 
the only gain to Great Britain or her 
colonies that he could see would be that 
of learning by experience that the best 
policy was to mind our own business, and 
to allow trade to go on without inter- 
ference by Government or by legislation. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BALFouR, Manchester, E.) said that the 
right hon. Gentleman desired not to put 
trade, as it was put by this Convention, 
into its natural channels, but to allow 
the West Indies to live upon a perpetual 
system of bounties and __ state-aided 
manufactures. 


Mr. BRYCE said that he had antici- 
pated any criticism of that kind for he 
had made it clear that he had committed 
himself to nothing of the kind. He said 


that there were grave objections to any 
such policy ; but if money were to be 
Mr. Bryee. 
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spent, it would be spent more profitably 
in that way than in the manner chosen 
by the Government. Surely that was an 
argument which the right hon. Gentleman 
could understand. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
right hon. Gentleman rejected with scorn 
and astonishment the policy of aiding the 
West Indies by placing trade in its 
natural channels. There were left, then, 
the alternatives of aiding the West Indies 
by subventions—of which the right hon, 
Gentleman strongly disapproved—or of 
not aiding them at all. The right hon, 
Gentleman would evidently leave the 
West Indies in their present position. 
He did not know whether the whole of 
the Opposition, including the right hon, 
Member for Berwick, who was a member 
of the Committee which dwelt upon the 
difficulties in which the West Indies were 
placed, agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman ; but all he could say was that 
he hoped there never would be a Govern- 
ment in this country which would take 
the right hon. Gentleman’s view of our 
duties and responsibilities to the West 
Indian colonies. 


Mr. BRYCE asked the right hon. 
gentleman whether his argument was 
intended to justify a policy of pecuniary 
subsidies to the colonies. It was only 
that he had expressed disapproval of, and 
he should like to know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman was advocating, that 
policy, and, if so, where he stopped. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR did not think 
the right hon. Gentleman had improved 
his position by that interruption. The 
Government had proposed a policy, of 
which he should have something to say 
directly, which at all events had for 
its object, and would, he thought, 
have for its result, the making of 
the trade in sugar free trade. That was 
the policy of the Government. The 
right hon. Gentleman did not want a 
policy of subsidies, and therefore, he 
wanted to leave the West Indies alone. 
That was the point to which he was 
driving the right hon. Gentleman, and 
from that point he could not escape. He 
himself trusted that a Government would 
never be in power in this country which 
took that view. The right hon. Gentle- 
man talked as if this was a recent 
invention, sprung upon an astonished 
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country. He must know that this had 
been the declared policy of the present 
Government for a long time. He must 
also know it had been the declared policy 
of Governments long antecedent to the 
present Government, and not sharing 
their general views in politics. He must 
surely know that when Lord Palmerston 
was Prime Minister and Mr. Gladstone 
Chancellor of the Exchequer this very 
policy was the declared and deliberate 
policy of the Government, embodied in a 
formal instrument with the French 
(sovernment. 


Mr. LOUGH: Which a surtax justi- 
fied. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked whether 
the hon. Gentleman thought that the 
description of it, a surtax, altered the 
broad statement he had made. What 
did it matter how they described it 4 
These Gentlemen might say there was 
the fact that the British Government, 
with Mr. Gladstone as its Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, endeavoured by a formal 
instrument to abolish bounties on sugar. 
The statement that the Government were 
prepared to admit chocolates and other 
manufactures into which sugar entered, 
which manufactures might be made with 
bounty-fed sugar, was based on an entire 
misconception. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
had the idea that the more bounties the 
better. They loved bounties in so far as 
they benefited consumers in this country. 
They liked the system, otherwise why 
did they object to this Bill? The Gov- 
ernment objected equally to bounty-fed 
sugar and bounty-fed chocolate, and the 
only reason why they did not accept the 
Amendment which was discussed at great 
length yesterday, was, in the first place, 
because they did not believe as a matter 
of fact that there would be any chocolate 
or similar products thrown into this 
country made out of bounty-fed sugar. 
They did not believe from the best advice 
they could obtain that there was the 
smallest probability, or possibility, of that 
result. They laid it down, in the 
second place, that if this result occurred 
it would be the first and most immediate 
duty of the Government of this country 
to stop it by legislation; and, in the 
third place, the only proper way to stop 
it was by legislation ad hor, because if the 
legislation was to be embodied in this 
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Bill the manufacturers of chocolate and 
others in this country would be compelled 
to carry on their manufactures in bond 
under the control of the Brussels Con- 
vention. If this difficulty should ever 
arise they would deal with it in their own 
way, and in the least onerous and objec- 
tionable way to the trade they desired to 
protect. On the broad issue, however, 
he defended the policy of the Bill, 
because he desired to see international 
trade carried on upon the true lines 
which had always commended themselves 
to the great free-traders of this country 
—namely, without the unnatural stimulus 
given either by foreign protective duties 
or foreign bounties. It was true, and the 
Government did dot deny it, that the 
effect of a foreign bounty must be to 
benefit the consumer in this country. 
But they thought that the uncertainty 
thrown into trade, the impossibility of 
asking capitalists to invest their money 
in the most advanced machinery, the 
variations in prices, and the fact that 
when the rival trades were destroyed by 
bounties their competitors obtained the 
power to raise the price beyond what it 
was before—all these circumstances co- 
operated to make legislation of this kind 
desirable, not in the interests of the 
manufacturer or the safety of cap- 
ital, but in the interest of the 
consumer, whose real interest was not to 
have this or that article cheap for a year 
or two, but to have it on terms on which 
alone it could be permanently produced 
to advantage, to open up competition 
with the best machinery available, and 
with security to the capitalist. In this 
Bill the Government had tried to cut 
their way in no new or untried paths. 
They were following in the steps of their 
predecessors on both sides of the House, 
and he was confident that when the 
country came to consider in its proper 
aspects the policy which the Government 
recommended they would say that it was 
not only in consonance with economic 
justice, but in the real interests of the 
consumer himself. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that the 
Prime Minister said that he was only 
pursuing the course which had been 
taken by his predecessors. No one who 
had followed the history of this subject 
during the Parliamentary life of those 
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present could fail to be aware of the fact 
that never at any time until two years 
ago had the policy of this Bill been even | 
dreamt of. Statements were certainly 
made by both parties as to getting rid of 
bounties, but there was an essential 
change between now and the time of 
Lord Palmerston. Cheap sugar in- 
dustries had grown up since that date. 
He still more sharply denied the amazing 
statement of the Prime Minister that the 
effect of this Bill was to let trade flow in 
its natural channel. Was it conceivable 
that the Government could have worked 
themselves into a frame of mind that 
prohibition, destruction, sinking of 
cargoes at the Nore, was no more 
than the returning of trade to its natural 
channels? Nor would the arguments of 
the Prime Minister in regard to the West 
Indies bear the examination of the 
House. The right hon. Gentleman 
taunted them with having no policy 
for the West Indies. Why, many of 
them on that side of the House had, 
year after year, until they were tired by 
the very uselessness of the effort, 
developed a West Indian policy. 
agen p9aige cries of ‘‘ What policy?” 
he policy of relying on the coloure 

people as a peasant proprietary—the 
only policy by which the West Indies 
could be saved. The policy of the 
Government was practically one of 
bolstering up of a decaying and almost 
dead industry which nothing could save. 
The whole policy of the Bill was 
mischievous, and more so when sup- | 
ported by such arguments as those used 
by the Prime Minister, which were fatal 
to the whole fiscal system of the! 
country. 
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*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lan- 
cashire, Radcliffe) said that the avowed 
object of the Bill, according to the Prime 
Minister, was to make sugar less cheap 
than at present. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR said that in the 
opinion of the Government the price of | 
sugar would not be raised, but, on the 
contrary, that it would be diminished. | 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR said that | 
that did not meet his point. He believed | 
that the Government had an _ honest | 


Sir Charles Dilke, 
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desire to deal with a very ditficult pro- 
blem, but if their policy would not raise 
the price of West Indian sugar, how was 


it going to help the West Indies? If this 


policy must be undertaken it would be 
better done by countervailing duties 
which we ourselves could control. 
This country would then at all events 
have retained the money paid by these 
other countries. He did not say that 
countervailing duties were a good thing. 
They were but one degree less bad than 
the course now being taken. The Govern- 
ment were doing a bad thing in the 
worst possible way ; they were increasing 
the cost of over 90 per cent. of the sugar 
for the sake of 3 or 4 per cent.; they 
were throwing not a sprat to catch a 
salmon, but a salmon to catch a sprat; 
and in this matter it was not unfair to say 
that the Government were the friends of 
every country but their own. Asan 
Englishman he objected to going cap in 
hand to a foreign Commission and asking 
what duties we should impose on the 
sugar we imported. A _ great fallacy 
underlay the arguments of the Prime 
Minister and the President of the Board of 
Trade. They seemed to imagine that 
they could fix the normal or natural 
price. In 1884 the cost of the Colonial 
Company’s sugar was £16; in 1896 it 
was £8. Whocould say what was the 
normal or natural price. Conditions 
were continually changing, and by the 
application of science and better methods 
production was getting cheaper. The 
price would continually vary, and not 
even the Prime Minister of England 
could fix a figure as the normal natural 
price. When the Government Depart- 
ments were able to manage business 
better than business men, then would be 
the time for them to begin to fix prices. 
The West Indies were said to be the 
cause of this legislation. They were the 
enfants gités of the British Empire; 
they had been spoilt from time im- 
memorial. How far did the Government 


| intend to carry this principle of regulating 


prices, or the attempt to establish fresh 
artificial conditions to neutralise those 
already in operation? Was it to 
be applied to shipping preferences or 
railway rates? Was a duty to be 
placed on foreign cloth because wages 
were lower and the hours longer in coun- 
tries from where it came? Did not 
such conditions constitute an unfair 
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preference ? Who was to decide what 
were natural and what were artificial 
advantages? It was impossible for any 
Government or Party to say what was 
the natural price of acommodity. There 
was undoubtedly an artificial bounty at 
present, but the Government would 
have been better advised to have let the 
bounty die a natural death. It was 
because he firmly believed that the Bill 
would inflict a great injustice on the 
people of this country that he had 
ventured to intervene at so late an hour. 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Haggers- 
ton) said that up to the present he 
had contented himseli with recording 
silent votes in opposition to the Bill, and 
would not have risen on the present 
occasion but for the repetition of the 
statement that several working men’s 
organisations of the country had 
passed resolutions in favour of the 
proposals now under consideration. 
Having considerable knowledge of the 
agitation referred to, which took place 
fifteen years ago, he desired to show 
that the statement was altogether 
erroneous. During the debate on a 
former stage of the Bill, they had read to 
them a circular purporting to be an ex- 
pression of the opinion of organised 
bodies of workmen throughout the 
United Kingdom. He was astonished 
that that circular should have been read 
out to the House, and he could only 
account for the temerity of the hon. 
Gentleman who read it out by the sup- 
possition that he did not know the real 
nature and character of the circular 
and the circumstances under which it 
was issued. During the Committee 
stage of the Bill the hon. Member for 
the Clitheroe Division attempted to ex- 
plain—but he was ruled out of Order 
by the Chairman for attempting to do 
so—that that circular was really one of 
the most barefaced attempts ever 
made to impose upon the country in 
regard to the bond fide expression of the 
people’s will. The agitation from first to 
last was absolutely bounty-fed, and there 
were not a_ half dozen workmen’s 
organisations in the United Kingdom 
that paid onesingle sixpence for the agita- 
tion, which lasted for two, three, or four 
years. Meetings were held throughout 
the Metropolis, and one notable meeting 
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was held at the Westminster Palace 
Hotel attended by one or two hundred 
men purporting to represent organised 
bodies of workmen in the country. But 
no man present on that occasion was 
paid by the organisation which he 
professed to represent, but by persons 
interested in raising the price of sugar, 
by getting the bounties abolished. 
It was in the interest of that class 
that the agitation, which lasted for 
two or three years, was conducted with 
an amount of perseverance which was 
the only virtue it possessed. An 
enormous amount of money was ex- 
pended by the promoters of the agitation, 
From first to last the men who attended 
these gatherings were paid to do so, 


Convention Bill, 


and their travelling expenses from 
all parts of the kingdom were also 
paid. At the end of the meetings 


they were invited to eat and drink, and 
especially to drink, the gorging and 
fuddling which went on at the end of 
the meetings disgusting clean-handed 
honest working men who declined to lend 
any countenance or support to the 
movement which was organised by the 
agency to which he had _ referred. 
He was quite sure that the hon. Member 
who had referred to that agitation 
had no intention of misleading the 
House, because he himself, like others, 
had probably been misled by statements 
which had been repeatedly made in 
regard to the events which transpired 
fifteen years ago. A newspaper was 
started in connection with that move- 
ment. It was conducted at a loss from be- 
ginning to end and the hon. Member for 
Leicester knew something of the channels 
through which the money came, and 
the means by which it was distributed. 
The promoters of the movement tried 
in vain to get a legitimate expression 
of opinion in favour of their policy 
from the Trades Union Congress. The 
Congress, however, not only declined to 
express an opinion in favour of their 
particular views, but ordered them to 
leave and upon their refusing to do so 
That was the 
opinion entertained by the bond fid. 
working men of the bounty-fed agitators. 
He hoped that, after this, no further 
attempts would be made by hon. Members 
to induce the House or the country to 


believe that there had been any honest 
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expression of working class opinion 
in favour of the Bill now before the 
House. He had risen in order to dispel 
the illusion which he saw existed in the 
minds of many hon. Members of the 
House. He could only say that every 
vote he had given in the various divisions 
which had taken place he had given 
because he was perfectly satisfied in his 
own mind that the effect of passing the 
Bill into law would be to make sugar 
very much dearer and to penalise the 
industries of the country which had 
been created and developed by cheap 
sugar. He believed the masses of the 
people—the poorer classes, particularly— 
would suffer and would be cornpelled to 
pay a very heavy penalty for the 
folly of the Government, and on behalf 
of the workers he _ represented he 
desired to register his solemn and final 
protest against the passing of the Bill. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said he was sorry to trouble the House 
on the subject. but he appealed to hon. 
Members to give him a few moments, on 
the ground that he had not so far said 
a single word, although he had sat there 
through the debates upon the Bill. He 
desired to register one more protest 
against the measure, because he felt that 
the day it passed into law would be an 
evil one for England. It would be the 
first time on which our ports would be 
not partially closed by protective duties, 
but wholly closed to an article of food, 
valuable and wholesome, and most 
necessary to the country. For the first 
time, he believed, many of our ships 
instead of enjoying that freedom of 
navigation which they had enjoyed with 
such beneficial effects for over half a 
century, would be precluded from bring- 
ing from certain parts of half the world 
cargoes of sugar, and that sugar, if 
brought here, would either have to be 
destroyed or would have to seek a 
market elsewhere, to the great loss of the 
merchants engaged in bringing it to this 
country. They had heard a great deal 
of the somewhat new-born enthusiasm 
of certain Members opposite for free 
trade, and he appealed to them now to 
join with him in condemning interference 
with the natural course of trade. Some 


interference with trade on the part of 
foreign countries might be hurtful to 


Mr. Cremer. 


{COMMONS} 
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this country, but in other cases it was 
more harmful still to the countries 
which caused it. There were some forms 
of protection which contributed greatly 
to our benefit, and was it to be supposed 


that we were to single out those 
particular forms, and out of pure 
pedantry, attack them to the 


detriment of our own __ interests? 
What was to be said about such a case 
as that of Spain! Spain could produce 
in abundance oranges, sugar, and coal. 
and if she allowed her people to have 
sugar as cheaply as she could produce 
it, Spain might take the whole of the 
marmalade trade from Dundee. Why 
should Great Britain take steps to bring 
about such a result? This Bill was the 
first step in a policy of closing our 
ports and introducing a system of pro- 
tection, and for that reason he desired 
to enter against it the strongest protest 
in his power. 


Mr. PRIESTLEY (Grantham), who 
spoke amid cries of ‘‘ Divide,’”’ protested 
against the Bill as an unjustifiable and 
pernicious form of legislation. Apart 
from the question of different industries, 
the 1easure was certain to have a 
serious effect on the wellbeing of a 
large portion of the community, and he 
desired to know what compensation the 
people generally were to get for the 


benefit to be conferred on the sugar 
growers of the West Indies and the 


sugar refiners of thiscountry. By pa-sing 
this Bill the Government were entirely 
neglecting to recognise the essential 
importance to Great Britain of free 
imports and cheap food, of which sugar 
was one of the most important elements. 
He had been to the West Indies two or 
three times, and probably knew as much 
about the question at issue as the average 
Member of Parliament. His sympathies 
had always been with the growers in 
the difficulties they had had to encounter, 
and if Parliament was to relieve any oi 
the distressed industries of the Empire, 
the West Indian sugar industry had as 
good a claim for assistance as any he 
knew. He questioned, however, whether 
this method of relief would be effective. 
A system by which the growers could 
have been enabled to develop the scientific 
production of sugar would have been 
much more beneficial to the West Indies 
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and far less injurious to the consumer in 
England. The last had not been heard 
of this subject. Hon. Members might 
refuse him a courteous hearing, but they 
would have to appear before long on the 
platforms of the country, and then they 
would be forced by the people to give a 
little more attention te the matter. 


Sugar 


Mr. LAWRENCE said that as the 
hon. Member for Haggerston had 
impugned the accuracy of his statement 
that several working men’s organisations 
had passed resolutions in favour of the 
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to refer the hon. Member to a letter in 
The Times of 2nd April, 1888. That 
letter was from Mr. Burt, M.P., and 
Dr. Shipton, and enclosed resolutions 
passed by a conference of delegates 
representing 500,000 working men in 
favour “ of freeing British trade from 
the injurious operations of the foreign 
bounty system.’ 


Question put. 
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Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kemp, Lt.-Col. George 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfred (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 


Rigg, Richard 





Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) said that 


this measure was a hardy annual which | 


might accurately be described as an 
anachronism. There were two classes of 


{COMMONS} 
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Bills contained in this measure ; the | 
first consisted of Bills of undoubted | 


value and the rest were a lot of | 
rubbish which should be cast into | 
the dustbin of the House. When 


the spirit of inquiry was abroad, and 
at a time when the grand inquest of the 
nation was being held, they should try 
and separate the wheat from the chaff, 
and only embody in this measure the Acts 
which the House desired to be made 
permanent. One of the Acts mentioned 
in this Bill was the Sunday Closing 
(Ireland) Act, and everybody in Ireland 
was in favour of that Act, and he did not 
see why year after year they should be 
called upon to renew that Act. Some 
day the brewers, who were a considerable 
power in this House, would rush down to 
move the omission of this Bill from the 
Schedule. Another Bill in the Schedule 
was the Peace Preservation Act of 1881, 
which was known in Ireland as the Arms 
Act. He thought it was useless to 
re-enact that measure when its adminis. 
tration in Ireland had become an absolute 
farce. He presumed that he would not 


be in order in going into its details, but 
he might be allowed to say that the 
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complaint made by his hon. friend had its 
counterpart in every part of Ireland. A 
licence could only be obtained under this 
Act with the greatest difficulty, but there 
was a section of Irishmen who were in 
the habit of taking French leave in the 
matter of licences. ‘They got arms when 
they liked, and no prosecution was insti- 
tuted. It was twenty-eight years now 
since Lord Salisbury and Mr. Disraeli 
promised that this antiquated method of 
legislation would be abandoned. 


Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Member is 
aware that it is not in order to discuss the 
individual Bills in the Schedule on the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said he only wished 
to point out that notwithstanding the 
pledges given twenty-eight years ago 
they were still, year after year, passing 
this Bill. The Ballot Act, which was 
also in the Schedule, was another 
illustration of the absurdity of this 
whole process. He would not give 
much for the chance, when an election 
took place, of any statesman who would 

ropose the repeal of the Ballot Act. 

e suggested that the Cabinet ought to 
appoint a Committee to ge into the 
Schedule and report to the House what 
Bills they thought ought and what Bills 
ought not to be continued. This Bill was 
exactly the same as in 1873, with the 
exception that the Vaccination Act had 
been tagged on since. The Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill should consist only of 
those measures on which the House was 
agreed. Those which were not acceptable 
to the House should be dropped out al- 
together. The practice of asking the 
House year after year to pass a ridiculous 
measure of this kind was a reflection 
on their business capacity. He begged 
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Ra ilways (Electrical 


to move that the Bill be read this 
day three months. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
seconded the motion. He protested 
against the system of the Government 
bringing forward this measure mostly at 
one or two o'clock inthe morning. One 
of the Bills proposed to be continued was 
the Peace Preservation Act, which was 
passed twenty-four years ago to meet an 
emergency which had not existed since. 
Now that the Coercion Act was repealed 
he thought the least the Government 
could do would be to drop the Peace 
Preservation Act out of the Schedule, 
and show some consistency in their 
policy in regard to Irish affairs. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’”—(M7r. MacVeagh.) 


Question “ That the word ‘now’ stand 
part of the Question,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for this day. 


RAILWAYS (ELECTRICAL POWER) 
BILL. 


As amended, Considered. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said that he did not want to oppose the 
Bill, but it was rather awkward that the 
House had not got printed copies of it. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.)said it was quite 
true that the Bill had not been printed, 
but he hoped the hon. Member would 
not oppose it, as it was really only an 
unimportant drafting Bill. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew- 
shire, W.) moved as a new Clause 
“Nothing in this Act shall affect any 
power which a railway company may 
have independently of this Act.” 


{6 AuGcusT 1903} 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn e 3, line 29, after the word ‘ other- 
wise,’ to insert the words, ‘Nothing in this 
Act shall affect any powers which a railwa, 
company may have independent of this Act.’” 
—(Sur Charles Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he had been very anxious 
to promote the passage of this Bill, 
but he felt that, being forced by 
the exigencies of the situation to accept 
all these Amendments, the Government 
had practically handed everything over to 
the railway companies. The Bill had 
been so whittled down that it was hardly 
worth passing. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR understood that 
this was more or less an agreed measure. 
He was very unwilling to drive the House 
at that time of the morning, but if it 
could be understood that the Bill would 
pass at the next sitting, after the rest of 
the business, he was ready to agree to the 
adjournment. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman would undertake 
that Members should be able to see the 
Bill before the Third Reading. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, but I 
cannot promise to take the Third Reading 
before twelve o'clock. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. CALDWELL said it was absolutel 
no use inserting these words. It would, 
in fact, do harm, because it suggested 
that the Bill in some way interfered with 
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existing powers. 


much better left out. The hon. Member 
for Renfrewshire ought to be sufficiently 
satisfied with the way with which the 
Bill had been cut down in the interests of 
railway companies without insisting on 
further Amendments of this kind. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. [Bill 316.] 


PATRIOTIC FUND BILL. 


As amended, Considered. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 18, after the word ‘ thereof,’ 
to insert the, words ‘and all property held in 


trust therefor.’”’—(Mr. Pretyman.) 


“In page 1, line 23, after the word ‘ position,’ 
to insert the word ‘legally.’”—(Mr. Hayes 


Fisher.) 
Amendments agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES [SALARIES, &c.}. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to 
authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
be provided by Parliament, of any 
Salaries and Expenses which may become 
payable under any Act of the present 
Session to transfer to the Board of 
Agriculture powers and duties relating to 
the Industry of Fishing, and to amend | 


{COMMONS} 


That was not the case, | 
and words which were not needed were | 
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of the House. 


HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES 
(No. 2) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said that while there was a 
disposition to accept this Bill with grati- 
tude, that gratitude was as modest in its 
proportions as were the provisions of the 
Bill. There were many points connected 
with the rural branches of the subject 
which required to be dealt with, such as 
the facilitation of the acquisition of land 
for houses and the simplification of the 
procedure for getting houses erected in 
rural districts, but having made a 
protest against the homceopathic nature 
of this dose of social reform, he had no 
doubt the House would be glad to accept 
the Bill. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


MOTOR CARS [EXCISE DUTY}. 


Resolution reported, ‘‘ That it is expedi- 
ent to authorise the imposition of an 
Excise Duty on persons employed as 
drivers of motor-cars of the same amount 
as is payable on male servants, in pursu- 
ance ofany Act of the present session to 
amend The Locomotives on Highways 
Act, 1896.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


POST OFFICE (CONTRACT FOR THE 
CONVEYANCE OF MAILS BETWEEN’ 
GLASGOW, GREENOCK, AND CAMP. 
BELTOWN). 


Resolved, That the Contract, dated 
9th day of March 1903, with the 
Campbeltown and Glasgow Steam Packet 
Joint Stock Company, Limited, for the 
conveyance of mails between Glasgow, 
Greenock, and Campbeltown, printed in 
Parliamentary Paper No. 132, of session 
1903, be approved.” —(Mr. Elliot.) 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 


the Board of Agriculture Act, 1889.— of the House of the 28th day of July, 


(Mr. Elliot.) 


Resolution to be reported this day. 
Mr, Caldwell. 


Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Two o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 7th August, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with: Patent 
Office (Extension). 

The same was ordered to lie on the Table. 


Coventry Electric Tramways Bill; Stra- 
bane and Letterkenny Railway Bill, now 
Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 
Bill. Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Wood Green Urban District Council 
Bill, Commons Reasons for disagreeing 
to one of the Lords Amendments con- 
sidered : The said Amendment not insisted 
on; and a message ordered to be sent to 
the Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


Sugar Convention Bill ; Patriotic Fund 
Bill. Brought from the Commons. 


Liverpool University Bill [H.L.] ; South 
Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.]. Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments. 


Brighton Corporation Bill [H.L.]. Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments : The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
some 
PORT OF LONDON BILL. | 
Report from the Joint Committee | 
made on the 13th of July last, to be 
printed. [No. 183.| 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No, 3052, China (Chefoo); No. 3053, | 
Spain (Barcelona); No, 3054, Japan| 
(North Formosa); No. 3055, Japan 
(Shimonaseki). 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
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CANADA. 


Addiess to His Majesty on Irish 


| affairs from the House of Commons of 


Canada, and the reply thereto. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 


Thirty-second Annual Report of the 
Local Government Board, 1902-3. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 


Annual Report on the distribution of 
grants for agricultural education and 
research in the year 1902-3 ; with state- 
ments respecting the several colleges and 
institutions aided, the experiments con- 
ducted and the expenditure on agricul- 
tural instruction by County Councils in 
1901-2. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUGAR CONVENTION BILL. 
Read 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 22 on Monday next: The Lord 
President—|Duke of Devonshire}. (No. 
198.] 


PATRIOTIC FUND BILL. 


Read 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 2 on Monday next: [Zhe Earl of 
Selborne}. [No. 199.] 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Second Report of the Select Committee 
made; to be printed; and to be con- 
sidered on Tuesday next. [No. 200.] 
A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
THe CHAIRMAN or COMMIT- 


TEES (The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, 
I desire to make a personal explanation 
| with regard to my statement on July 30th 
| in this House during the discussion on the 


Beckenham Urban District Council BilL+ 
Iam sorry Lord Monkswell is not in his 
place, but I see Lord Tweedmouth here, 
and perhaps he will allow me to make 
the observations chiefly to him. In the 
discussion on the Beckenham Bill the 
other day, I said there were many cases 
in which local authorities construct tram- 
ways, with two-thirds consent of the 
districts through which they pass, into 
districts of other local authorities. Lord 
Monkswell controverted that statement ; 
and at the time I was not able to support 





St. Helena. (Report for 1902). 
VOL. CXXVII. [FourtH Series. ] 


+ See (4) Debates, cxxvi., 826. 
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it by evidence, but I now admit that I 
made far too wide a statement on that 
occasion. I am not quite sure whether 
Lor. Monkswell did not even go a little too 
far himself in saying no such cases had 
ever arisen, for this reason, that it is 
almost impossible to tell what cases have 
and have not arisen, I have consulted the 
examiners on the subject, and all the 
evidence they have is that two-thirds of 
the local authorities through which the 
tramways run have given their consent ; 
but it may be that, although two-thirds 
assent, one authority may be invaded 
against its wil. Whether that is so or 
not, [am extremely anxious that no state- 
ment of mine which is inaccurate should 
remain uncontradicted by myself. I 
wish to be perfectly frank on the matter. 
I believe cases have arisen in which com- 
panies have invaded the tramway areas 
of local authorities, and, after all, when 
a local authority is outside its district I 
regard it very much in the same position 
as a trading company. I was anxious to 
put myself right in this matter, and to 
state that I did make a far wider state- 
ment than was justified by the evidence. 
At the same time I wish to say this, that 
1 do not consider that any principle is 
involved in the matter. I also wish to 
say that even if I had not based my 
arguments on that point it would not 
have altered the opinion at which | had 
arrived with regard to the particular Bill 
which was then under discussion. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH; I beg to ac- 
knowledge on behalf of my noble friend 
Lord Monkswell and myself, the 
frankness of the statement which has 
just been made by the noble Earl the 
Chairman of Committees. After all, it 
is only what every one of your Lordships 
would have expected from him. We all 
look to the noble Earl as the very model 
of fairness, and | think it is that know- 
ledge that commends him so much to 
your Lordships. But with regard to 
what he said, it isa matter of some im- 
portance that he acknowledges that he 
spoke without full information on that 
point. When I was asked to bring 
forward this question of the Beckenham 
tramway I was imformed that there 
was no precedent with regard to the 
area of the London County Council. I 


The Earl of Morley. 


{LORDS} 
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at once told the solicitors to the London 
County Council, that that was all very 
well, but that I should like to know 
what had been the fact in other cases in 
other parts of the country; and I was 
then assured that, after full inquiry, 
they could find no case in which a minor 
local authority had invaded the territory 
of a major local authority anywhere in 
the country, except with the consent, 
either given or implied, of the major 
local authority. At any rate, the only 
case that they could find, about which 
there wasa doubt, was in the neighbour- 
hood cf Sunderland, and there, as a 
matter of fact, some arrangement was 
arrived at. I am very glad my noble 
friend has made his statement, becanse I 
think it very much strengthens the 
claim I made, that at any rate the 
decision of your Lordships’ Committee, 
in respect to the Beckenham tramway, 
should not be taken as a precedent by 
future Committees of this or the other 
House of Parliament. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Onthe Order of the day for the House 
being again in Committee being read— 


Tue Duke or ABERCORN said before 
the House goes into Committee on this 
Bill, I should like to ask the noble Duke 
the Leader of the House on what day he 
intends to take the Report stage. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE): 
Of course, it would be convenient if we 
could take the Report on Monday, but 
as the Second Reading of the Sugar 
Convention Bill is fixed for that day 
probably there will scarcely be time to 
take the Report stage of this Bill. 


THE MARQUEsS OF RIPON: No. 


THe DukKE oF DEVONSHIRE: Then 
we must put it down for Tuesday. 


THE MARQUESS OF RIPON: There is 
certain to be a considerable debate on 
the Second Reading of the Sugar Bill, 
and I am sure noble Lords would not 
think of taking the Report stage of this 
Bill after that debate. 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : Do we under- 
stand that we are to take all the stages 
of the Sugar Bill on Monday ? 

THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: Yes. 

THe Duke or ABERCORN: When 
will the Third Reading of the Irish Land 
Bill be taken ? 

THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I do 
not think we can finally decide on the 
date for the future stages of the Bill 
until we see what is done to-night, I 
trust that the Committee may be got 
through to-night. 


House again in Committee (according 
to order). 


Clause 39 agreed to. 

Clauses 40 and 41 agreed to. 
Clause 42, 

Verbal Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 42, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 43 agreed to. 


Clause 44, 


Lorp CLONBROCK said the object 


of his Amendment was to facilitate pur- | 


chase in the case of large farms, where 
the Estates Commissioners were only 
empowered to advance a certain propor- 
tion of the value. He moved as a: 
preliminary a verbal Amendment in 
order, after Sub-section 1, which provides 
“that every advance shall be repaid by 
means of a purchase annuity calculated 
at the rate of £3 5s. for every £100 of 
the advance, and. so on in proportion for 
any less sum,” to add “but any advance 
which shall not exceed three-fourths of 
the price paid for a holding shall be 
repaid by means of, a purchase annuity 
calculated at the rate of £3 per cent. on 
the amount of the advance.” There was 
a precedent for this in Section 7 of the 
Act of 1891, which enacted that tenant 
purchasers who paid not less than one 
fourth of the purchase money in cash 
should be liable to a purchase annuity of 
of only 3 (instead of 4) per cent. This 
Amendment was in the interests both 
of the landlords and the tenants. 


{7 AuGusT 1903} 


| farms should not. 


/terminable one at all. 
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| There were a considerable number of 
farms, the value of which would 
be outside the limits in the Bill, but 
|which it was very desirable should 
be treated in the same way as smaller 
‘farms. It would be hard that the owners 
‘of small acreage farms should be able to 
| purchase, and that the owners of large 
It might be said that 
this Amendment applied more to the 
eastern portion of Ireland where the 
farms were usually large, but it also 
applied to a smaller extent over the 


whole of the country. 


Amendment moved— 
“ In page 23, line 29, after the word ‘advance’ 


i to insert the words, ‘save as hereinafter pro- 
; vided.’ ”—(Lord Clonbrock.) 


|} THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: It is 


no doubt extremely desirable that 
facilities should be given for the sale of 


the largeras well as the smaller holdings, 


and with that object a provision has 
been made in the Bill for the extension 
of the amount which can be advanced 
on the sale of any particular holding, 
but I do not think we can ask the 


_ Treasury to go further than they have 


consented to do in this direction. I was 
not aware of the precedent which the 
noble Lord quoted as already existing in 
the Purchase Acts, but | know that in 
the opinion of the Treasury immense 
inconvenience would result from having 
advances under this Act bearing two 
different rates of interest—one the rate 
of 3} and the other the rate of 3 per 
cent. In addition to the inconvenience 
which would result from the existence 
of these two separate rates at which the 
annuities would be charged, there is this 
objection in principle, that the annuity 
under the proposal of the noble Lord 
could scarcely be considered to be a 
The proposal of 
the noble Lord would reduce the sinking 
fund to 5s. per cent., which would have 
the effect of extending the period of re- 
payment to over a hundred years. Noble 
Lords must remember that the whole of 
these financial matters have been the sub- 
ject of arrangement with the Treasury. It 
has been throughout the course of these 
discussions admitted that the Treasury 
have behaved in an extremely liberal 
spirit, and I do not think we can fairly 
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ask the Treasury to extend the provisions 
beyond those to which they have already 
agreed. 





Lorp CASTLETOWN said the 
Amendment was merely for the object 
of bringing within the purview of 
this Bill what was actually existing 
at the present time. The Treasury 
would not be inconvenienced in any way 
by the fact that one-fourth of the pur- 
chase money was advanced by the tenant 
purchaser. Under the other proposals 
of the Bill the whole amount was 
advanced by the Treasury. He thought 
it would be one of the most valuable 
Amendments in many ways. Large 
numbers of men who had money would 
be induced, instead of asking for the 
whole of the sum, to ask for three- 
fourths, and he did not see how that 
would inconvenience the Treasury at all. 


Tue DukE or DEVONSHIRE : In- 
convenience exists in the circumstance 
that the annuities will be charged on 
different advances at different rates. It 


{LORDS} 
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was said by Lord Clonbrock that that 
principle already existed. I am told 
that it does exist nominally in some 
previous Acts, but it has never been 
acted upon, and it would be practically 
introducing for the first time an annuity 
charge ata different rate on different 
advances. The subject has been fully 
examined by the Treasury, and I can 
hold out no hope whatever that further 
examination will lead them to a different 
conclusion. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN thonght the 
noble Duke had been misinformed when 
he stated that this principle had not 
been acted upon. It had been acted 
upon on several occasions to his know- 


ledge. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said this was 
such an important matter that he felt 
obliged to ask the House to divide upon 
it. 


On Question, their Lordships divided : 
Contents, 54 ; Not-Contents, 56. 


Abercorn, M. 
Abingdon, E. 
Bandon, E. 
Belmore, E. 
Dartrey, E. 

de Montalt, E. 
Drogheda, E. 
Rosse, E. 
Westmeath, E. 


(D. Abercorn.) 


Hutchinson, V. (EZ. Donough- 
more.) 

Powerscourt, V. 

Templetown, V. 


Annaly, L. 

Ardilaun, L. 

Barrymore, L. 

Boyle. L. (2. Cork and Orrery.) 
Brodrick, L. (V. Midleton). 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (lL. President.) 


Norfolk, D. (2. Marshal.) 
Marlborough, D. 
Northumberland, D. 
Wellington, D. 
Lansdowne, M. 

Ripon, M 


Clarendon, E. 
lain.) 
Camperdown, E. 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


(L. Chamber- 
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Dawnay, L. (V. Downe.) Lamington, L. 
Emly, L. wrenve, L 
Erskine, L. Ludlow, L. 


Estcourt, L. Meldrum, L. 


Fermanagh, L. (£. Erne.) Methuen, L. 
Forester, L. Montagu of Baaulieu, L. 
James, L. Ribblesdale, L. 


Kintore, L. 





(E. Kintore.) Rothschild, L. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 44, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 45 and 46 agreed to. 


Clause 47. 


*THE Eart or WESTMEATH said his 
Amendment was aimed at making it 
compulsory on the Land Commission to 
pay the percentage in aid of sale in the 
— manner. At present it was 
eft to their discretion, and it would be 
unfair if a landlord were induced to sell 
his estate, relying on a percentage being 
paid, and was then disappointed of his 
hopes. He did not know whether there 
was any subtle meaning in the 
word “may.” It was quite possible 
that the Treasury had repented of 
the bargain of £12,000,000 which 
they had proposed to give, and were 
trying by something like a dodge to get 
some of it back. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 24, line 28, to leave out the word 
‘may’ and to insert the word ‘shall.’ ”—( Zhe 
Earl of Westmeath.) 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: 
I think the noble Earl has moved this 
Amendment under some misapprehension. 
The word “may,” as I am advised, must 
be construed as “shall” in all cases 
which properly come within the section. 
If the word “shall” was substituted, it 
would be imperative on the Land Com- 
mission to pay the bonus to every owner, 
though he might have been guilty of 
fraudulent conduct, or might have ob- 
structed the sale,orotherwise demonstrated 
that the bonus, in equity, should not be 
paid to him. 


*THE Eart oF WESTMEATH said 
that the explanation of the noble Duke 
had removed his apprehension on this 
point, and he begged to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
wit..drawn. 


{7 AuGcust 1903} 


Iand Bill. 


Sandhurst, L. 

Saye and Sele, L. 

Silchester, L. (£. Longford.) 
Stanmore, L. 

Tweedmouth, L. 

Windsor, L. 

Wolverton, L. 


to 
~T 
rs 


(M. Huntly.) 





THe Eart or DUNRAVEN said 
that this clause, which dealt with the 
allocation of the Land Purchase Aid 
Fund, provided that, for the purpose of 
aiding the sale of estates, the Land Com- 
mission may, out of advances by the 
National Debt Commissioners from the 
Land Purchase Aid Fund, pay to the 
vendor of each estate sold a sum calculated 
at 12 per cent. on the amount of the 
purchase-money advanced under the Land 
Purchase Acts. He moved to leave out 
the word “advances” and insert “ the 
total of the fund of £12,000,000 appro- 
priated for the purposes of this Act, or so 
much thereof as may from time to time 
be advanced.” The object of his Amend- 
ment was to make sure that the total 
amount of the bonus, and not only a 
portion of it, should be received. He 
had spoken on this subject in the Second 
Reading debate, and did not think it 
necessary to go into the matter again at 
any length. As their Lordships knew, a 
definite sum of £12,000,000 was appro- 
priated for a definite purpose, as a grant 
in aid of sales. As was explained during 
the Second Reading, that £12,000,000 was 
to be looked upon as an absolute grant to 
the landlords to enable them to sell. The 
first essential attribute of a grant was 
that it should be received by the persons 
to whom it was granted. If this grant- 
in-aid was distributed as proposed in the 
Bill, at the rate of 12 percent., it was 
obviously impossible that the whole 
amount could be required. ‘Twelve per 
cent. was placed in the other House, 
obviously under the impression that they 
would have to satisfy the requirements of 
£100,000,000, but owing to the fact that 
a considerable number of estates were in 
the Land Judge’s Court, and received no 
bonus at all, the sum to be satisfied would 
be much less than £100,000,000, and 
therefore if a grant in aid of £12,000,000 
was distributed at the rate of 12 per 
cent. there must remain a considerable 
surplus over, which would go back into 
the hands of the Treasury. It must go 
back into the hands of the Treasury, 
because it would be obviously impossible 
to increase the rate of distribution in 
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future. They had heard a great deal 
abovt the generosity of the Treasury. 
He admitted that the Treasury had acted 
very generously, and had been very wise 
in doing so. But was the generosity to 
be real generosity, or to a certain extent 
sham generosity ? Was the bonus to be 
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a real bonus, or to a certain extent a/| 


sham bonus ? 


They were told that the landlords 
had been very favourably treated by 
having this grant in aid of £12,000,000 
given to them. 


tion of it. When His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment said that they were handing 
over £12,000,000 he could not believe 
that they contemplated only in reality 
handing over £8,000,000 or £10,000,000. 
If that were the case, it would not be, to 


use a colloquial expression, “playing the | 
| ’ ying 


game.” If the Amendment was accepted, 
not only would it do absolute justice to 
the grantees, the owners of land in Ireland, 
but it would have a conciliatory effect on 
the Bill. It would immensely ease the 
wheels of the machinery and enable it 
work smoothly. Landlords, unfortunately, 
had scarcely any representation what- 
ever in the other House of Parliament. 
It was quite impossible for them to 
express their views there on the matter, 
but he sincerely hoped that in their 
Lordships’ House, where the landlords of 
Ireland were ably represented, they 
would make their opinions heard. The 
Amendment did not affect the finance 
of the Bill in the smallest degree ; it did 
not affect the general policy of the Bill; 
neither did it affect detrimentally any of 
its aims or objects. All it did was to 


make effective a provision in the Bill | 


which, if his Amendment, or something 
similar to it, was not accepted, would not 
be effective, but would be to a large 
extent inoperative. As the Bill stood 
wners of land could not by any possi- 
bility get the £12,000,000 grant in 
aid, and to that extent not only would 
injustice be done to them, but the objects 
of the grant-in-aid would be defeated. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 24, line 29, to leave cut the word 
‘advances,’ and to insert the words ‘ the total 
of the fund of £12,000,000 appropriated for 


the purposes of this Act, or so much thereof as | 
may from time to time be advanced.’ ’’— 
(The Earl of Dunraven.) 


The Earl of Dunraven. 


{LORDS} 


Well, let them have | 
the £12,000,000 and not only a por-| 
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| THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
|of Hatspury) said he had more than 
! once had to make the observation that it 
| was not the duty of their Lordships to 
insist upon the privileges of the House of 
Commons. That was a matter entirely 
for the other House; but, on the other 
hand, it seemed to him that it was not a 
_ very dignified proceeding to make altera- 
tions in this House in respect of money 
'or the destination of money which the 
other House had provided, and with 
which they had always refused to allow 
the House of Lords to interfere. An old 
rule, passed some centuries ago, was to 
the effect that — 

*It is the sole 1ight of the Commons to 

direct, limit, and appoint in such Bills the 
ends, purposes, considerations, conditions, 
limitations and qualifications of such grants 
which ,must not be changed or altered by the 
House of Lords.” 
It seemed to him that the Amendment 
now before the House, and other Amend- 
ments on the Paper, offended in the most 
direct manner against the privileges of 
the House of Commons, and he contended 
that it was undesirable to pass, after 
solemn deliberation, an Amendment which 
they knew as a matter of fact the House 
of Commons would refuse, and had a right 
to refuse, to accept. 


*THE Marquess or RIPON entirely 
agreed with what had fallen from the 
noble and learned Earl. Surely it would 
be unwise, in regard to a Bill which 
everyone was anxious should pass, to 
introduce a clause which would not only 
| be rejected in the other House, but be re- 
garded with disfavour, and would not 
ease the passage of the other Amend- 
ments adopted by their Lordships. 


Tue Eart or DUNRAVEN said that 
while, of course, he would not for a 
moment pit himself against the noble 
and learned Earl on a matter of privilege, 
/he must point out that it was absolutely 

impossible that the Amendment could 
affect the amount of the grant-inaid, 
or the source from which it was derived. 
It did nothing more than express the 
, Opinion of the House of Lords on a pure 
/matter of administrative detail. All he 
| wanted the House to do was to say that 
if the grant-in-aid was distributed in 
the manner suggested, it would not carry 
out its objects. Surely their Iordships’ 
| House was not precluded from expressing 
| an opinion of that sort. 
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THE LORD CHANCELLOR said that 
the noble Lord had put himself out of 
Court by his ownexpression. According 
to the noble Lord’s statement the 
£12,000,000 could not, as the Bill stood, 
be distributed in the way he wished 
it to be distributed; and by his 
Amendment, according to his own 
statement he would effect such an altera- 
tion as would enable it to be distributed 
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in a manner in which it could not be 
distributed now. Therefore, the Amend 
ment offended in the most direct manre 
against the rule of privilege. 


On Question, That the word proposed 
to be left out stand part of the clause 
their Lordships divided :—Contents, 68 
Not-Contents, 51. 
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Lorp MACNAGHTEN moved a series 
of Amendments with the object of pro- 
viding that in the case of a settled estate 
the bonus should not go to the vendor, 
but should, subject to the payment there- 
out of such costs, charges, and expenses 
as the Land Commission should allow, be 
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added to and form part of the purchase 
money. 

The Amendments involved a grave and 
important principle. He was quite con- 
vinced that the intentions of the Govern- 
ment were excellent and admirable, but 
he thought they had not sufficiently 
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considered where those intentions might , made to facilitate sales; it was made in 


Indeed, he should almost say | order to induce the tenant for life to be less 


that the authors of this provision hardly careful and less vigilant in protecting the 
interests of those in remainder than he 


understood its effect. The Amendments 


did not affect the position of those who | 
He put) 


were absolute owners at all. 
them out of the way. The Amendments 
only dealt with limited owners, where an 
estate was settled and a limited owner had 
certain powers which properly belonged 
to a full owner—powers of sale, but not 
powers of receiving the money ; and the 
object of the Amendments was to make 
sure that when the estate was sold the 
purchase money—tor this was part and 
parcel of the consideration for which the 
owner of the estate parted with it — should 
be secured to all the persons who were 
entitled under the settlement. The clause 
as he proposed to amend it would read-— 


‘*For the purposes of aiding the sale of 
estates under this Act, the Land Commission 
may, in the prescribed manner and at the pre- 
seribed time, out of advances by the National 
Debt Commissioners from the said Fund, in the 
ease of each estate sold contribute a sum cal- 
culated at the rate of 12 per cent. on the amount 
of the purchase money advanced under the 
Land Purchase Acts, and such contribution 
shall, subject to the payment thereout of such 
costs, charges, and expenses as the Land Com- 
mission shall allow, be added to and form part 
of the purchase money.” 


There were two questions, and two ques- 
tions only, to which he need direct their 
attention. The first was, the position of 
the persons to whom the offer of the bonus 
was made ; and, secondly, the object of 
the offer. With regard to the position of 
the parties to whom the offer was made, 
he could not do better than quote to their 
Lordships a statement that was to be 
found in the Settled Land Act of 1882, 
under which these purchases and sales 
were made. The clause, he believed, was 
settled by the great statesman and lawyer 
who prepared that Act, Lord Cairns, and 
certainly nothing could be clearer than 
what it said. It is there stated that a 
tenant for life should, in exercising any 
power under this Act, have regard to the 
interests of all parties entitled under the 
settlement, and should, in relation to the 
exercise thereof by him, be deemed to be 


would otherwise be. It was made to him 
in order that he might be content to 


_ accept a price which, but for the offer of 


in the position, with the duties and | 


liabilities, of trustee for those parties. 
The tenant for life selling under this Bill 
was therefore as much a trustee as if he 


had been regularly appointed by the most | 


solemn instrument, sealed and signed. 


Then what was the order made for? It was | 


Lord Macnaghten, 


this bonus, he would not have accepted. 
Was that right? He thought that it was 
very wrong of their Lordships’ House to 
put any man who was really a trustee in 
a position in which his interests might 
conflict with his duty. If the provision 
stood as it was in the Bill, his own in- 
terests would conflict with his duty, and 
in many cases he would have regard for 
his own interests rather than his duty. 
He could not think it right that the 
House should pass a measure with such 
a clause as that. The noble Duke in 
charge of the Bill seemed to think that as 
the measure stood, the bonus would neces- 
sarily be devoted to the payment of the 
costs and expenses of the transaction. 
That was a complete mistake. Except by 
the favour, and grace, and goodwill of the 
tenant for life, who received the bonus, 
not one single penny of it would go 
towards the expenses of the sale. It was 
already provided under the Settled Land 
Act that one of the purposes to which 
capital ‘money provided under the Act 
might be devoted was to costs and 
expenses incidental to the sale. Therefore 
the costs would unquestionably come out 
of the residuum of the purchase money, 
and the bonus would be free from this 
charge. There was a sub-clause in Clause 
47, which somewhat counteracted the evil 
effect of the offer, and which enacted 
that— 


‘Provided that where an e-tate is so incum- 
hered that the vendor is not entitled to receive 
for his own use, any part of the rents or profits 
thereof, the percentage shall be added to the 
purchase money, and shall not be paid to the 
vendor.” 


A more illusory provision he never saw in 
any Act of Parliament. Was it possible 
that such a case could occur? Take the 
case of a tenant for life who had mort- 
gaged up to the hilt. He still had power to 
sell, however much he was incumbered. 
Would not the mortgagees in such a case 
go to him and say : “If you sell in the 
condition you are, this bonus will go into 
settlement, and neither you nor we will 
receive a penny of it; but we will, out of 
the rents, either reduce the interest or 
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give you £10 or £20 a year till the sale is 
effected, when we will divide the spoil.” 
He begged to move his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 24, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘pay to the vendor, and insert the words, 
‘in the ease.’ ”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


Tue EArt oF DUNRAVEN said he 
hoped their Lordships would not accept 
the Amendment. Since the Bill was in- 
troduced in the other House it had been 
discussed and considered always on the 
supposition that the bonus was to be the 
personal property of the selling landlord ; 
and it was not fair to the great bulk of the 
landlords of Ireland who had been con- 
sidering this measure from that point of 
view, at this stage to turn round and alter 


completely the whole of the provisions of | 


the Bill as they would affect the landlord. 
The class of landlords they ought to have 
most in mind were the poorer landlords, 
who constituted the great majority. It 
was unnecessary for him to point out the 
enormous benefit that a small sum of 
realy money would be to those men. It 
was the one thing in all probability that 
would not only induce them to sell, but 
enable them to sell—the one thing that 
would enable them to adapt themselves to 
their new circumstances and environment. 
They would be able, perhaps, to stock 
their demesnes out of the money, 
to invest a little of it in safe 
securities ; or they might start a younger 
son in life, and do a thousand things to 
improve their material position. The 
Amendment was nothing short of a 
wrecking Amendment, and if their 
lordships passed it they would preclude 
the possibility of the Bill working in the 
way they all desired that it should work. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN associated him- | 


self with the observations of Lord Dun- 
raven. The Bill was brought in with 
the object of assisting the poorer land. 


lords who were absolutely unable to sell, | 
because there would be nothing left to | 


them. He knew many poor men who 
were counting on this bonus to enable 
them to emain in the country, They 
hoped that the demesnes would pass to 
them when the estates were sold, and 
they trusted that this bonus would assist 
then in keeping their families within 
their own demesnes. He could imagine 


{7 Aueust 1903} 


Land Bill. 28 


no Amendment more dangerous than 
this one. The noble and learned Lord 
had brought it forward from the legal 
| point of view; he was convinced he had 
not thought out the.social, and, possibly, 
|the human aspect of it. The Amend- 
| ment would be a great hardship to the 
‘poorer landlords who were looking 
forward to the bonus ae their only 
solatium and their only hope, and he 
'trusted that it would not be received 
with any favour by the House. 


bo 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE) desired, on behalf of the 
Government, to express concurrence in 
what had fallen from the two noble 
Lords who last addressed the House. 
‘The Government must resist the Amend- 
-ment in any case. ‘They objected to it 
on the ground on which the noble and 
learned Earl the Lord Chancellor had 
already asked their Lordships to reject 
another Amendment—namely, on the 
ground that it was an encroachment 
upon the privileges of the House of 
Commons. The Resolution which the 
noble and learned Earl the Lord 
Chancellor had read to their Lordships 
was to the effect that — 

“It is the sole right of the Commons to 
direct, limit, and appoint in such Bills the 
ends, purposes, considerations, conditions, 
limitations and qualifications of such grants.” 

It seemed to him obvious that the 
Amendment was distinctly in the direc- 
tion of a qualification and modification 
of the grant which could be made under 
this section. But he did not wish to 
rest his case upon the technical ground, 
for it was, of course, perfectly open to 
their Lordships to make an Amendment 
of this kind just as it was open to the 
House of Commons to refuse to agree to 
it. As to the bonus, he was quite 
‘ready, with great submission, to take 
/his law from the noble and learned 
Lord who had moved the Amendment, 
and to admit the force of his contention 
|that in an ordinary case, where the 
‘owner of a_ settled estate received 
any money as part of the consideration 
for parting with the estate, that money 
| ought primd facie to go to the estate and 
| not into the owner’s pocket. But this 
| Bill was not an ordinary Bill, nor was 
| the case with which the clause dealt an 
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ordinary case. The object of the clause 
was to extricate Irish landlords and 
tenants from the almost intolerable 
position in which they had been placed 
by the legislation of Parliament. They 
were so closely tied up that unless some- 
one intervened to cut the knot their 
position must be regarded as inextri- 
cable and hopeless. The intervention 
which took place under the Bill was of a 
financial character. The British tax- 
payer was willing to come to the rescue, 
and did so at one point by offering an 
inducement to the tenant to buy, and 
at another by offering an inducement 
to the landlord to sell; the framers of 
the Bill were convinced that in many 
cases the landlords would not sell unless 
they were offered some personal induce- 
ment of the kind provided in this clause, 
over and above the purchase money 
within the zones. The noble and learned 
Lord had suggested to their Lordships 
that this arrangement involved a fraud 
on the remainder-men. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said he did not 
use the word “fraud” nor any word 
synonymous to it. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE 
did not think he would be wrong when 
he stated that the noble and learned 
Lord contended that the arrangement 
was grossly unfair to the remainder-man. 


LorD MACNAGHTEN: That is so. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE 
said he was quite willing to accept that. 
But where did the unfairness to the re- 
mainder-men come in? If the estate 
were sold within the zones, it could be 
sold at a price which might be described 
as a reasonable price, and which would 
be considerably in excess of the price at 
which Irish land had constantly been 
selling of late. In that case he did not 
believe the remainder-man was _pre- 
judiced. He believed, on the contrary, 
that the transaction would be found 
greatly to his advantage. If, on the 
other hand, the sale took place outside 


the limits of the zones, then, 
as their Lordships knew, it was 
expressly laid down in the Bill that 


the Land Commissioners were to satisfy 
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remainder-man did not suffer. Therefore, 
they were justified in contending that 
this bonus should not be regarded as part 
and parcel of the purchase money, but 
as something altogether apart from and 
outside the purchase money, properly so 
speaking, provided under the Bill ; and 
it was their belief that unless the bonus 
were given to the vendor in such a way 
that he would be free to dispose of it, it 
would not induce him to part with his 
estate. As Lord Dunraven had pointed 
out, in many cases it was of vital im- 
portance that the landlord who sold 
under the Bill should be placed in 
possession of a sum of money such as the 
bonus represented. He required it fora 
number of purposes. It was quite true 
that the Bill contained provisions 
for covering what might, _ strictly 
speaking, be called the costs of the 
sale; but in all these cases the vendor 
obviously would have to face a number 
of other out-of-pocket expenses. He 
might have an overdraft at his bankers, 
or he might have to spend money in 
winding up the affairs of the estate with 
which he was going to part. During the 
interval which passed before the sale was 
actually completed he might have to pay 
interest on mortgages though he had 
ceased to receive rents from his 
tenants ; or, again, he might desire to co 
something to provide for the employees 
on the estate from which he was about to 
be separated. For all these purposes a 
certain sum would be required by the 
landlord, and it did seem to him, as a 
matter of practical expediency, that their 
Lordships would be ill-advised to reject 
the proposal contained in the clause. The 
Government believed that it was essential 
that the bonus should not be merged in 
the estate of the vendor, but should goto 
the person in possession—namely, to the 
person who could sell if he chose, but who, 
if the inducements offered were not 
sufficient, was in a position to put a stop 
altogether to the whole proceedings. 


Lorp ROBERTSON said that the 
noble Marquess had made it perfectly 
plain that this money was to be given by 
the State to induce persons to sell who 
would not otherwise be inclined to sell; 
and when the person so induced was 4 
trustee, it was evident that the transaction 
acquired a somewhat sinister character. 
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a trustee to exercise the power to sell 
with which they had invested him, not in 
order that he should do justice to those 
for whom he was trustee, but in order 
that he might reflect on the admirable 
little essay which the noble Marquess had 
given on the uses of money in various 
emergencies of life, This was not a 
question of law at all, it was one of good 
sense and morals. The landlord was 
given a power to sell which he would not 
otherwise have, and he was bound to 
exercise it on behalf of all concerned. 
Let them suppose that the price offered 
him was one which he would not accept 
were it not for this inducement or douceur. 
Let them suppose that the true value of 
the estate was £50,000 and he was offered 
£40,000. He would on reflection see 
that if he stood out for £50,000 he would 
have only a life interest in it, but if he 
took the smaller figure he would get solid 
cash. His objection to this proceeding 
was that it was a bribe. That was the 
plain English of it. The State had come 
to the conclusion that some landlords in 
Ireland would sell their property and 
defeat the rights of their remainder-men 
if this sum was placed at their disposal. 
He protested against that as being a gross 


285 


{7 AuGusT 1903} 





Land Bill. 286 


injusiice to the remainder-men. He 
thought also it was a gross injustice to 
the landlord class, because the same 
consideration which would lead a tenant 
for life to betray the remainder-man 
would also lead him to lower the market 
for his neighbours and produce the im- 
pression that land in Ireland was less 
valuable than it really was. The result 
would be that his neighbour, who, he 
hoped, was an honest man, would find 
there was no market for him at the true 
value. He declined to use his vote in 
that House in order to pass a measure 
which could not stand on an honest foot- 
ing. The speech of the Foreign Secre- 
tary, one of the most distinguished and 
honoured members of the Administration, 
was a frank avowal of the true nature of 
these proceedings. He could not bring 
himself to think it could be sound politics 
to foist a measure on the landlords of 
Ireland which could only go through by 
this medium, and he declined to soil his 
fingers with any such transaction. 


On Question, that the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the clause, 
their Lordships divided :—Contents, 96 ; 
Not-Contents, 28. 
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Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE stated 
that the words in line 30 “pay to the 
vendor”’ were not sufficiently explicit in 
the case of an estate sold by the | and 
Judge. Hetherefore moved the Amend- 
ment standing in his name. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 24, line 36, after the word 
*thereot’ to insert the words ‘ or where the 
percentage is payable in respect of an estate 
sold by the Land Judge.’ ”—(The Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE moved an Amend- 
ment dealing with the 4th sub-section. 
This sub-section provided for the sale of 
an estate without the consent of the 
owner as to price or of an estate sold by 
a mortgagee in possession. He said that 
the sub-section would work very serious 
injury to many estates. When estates 
were brought into the Court of Chancery 
for purposes of administration they were 
usually dealt with by an order of 
reference to the Land Judge, who was 
also a Receiver Judge. This order 
requested him to appoint a Receiver 
{under his special Receiver Judge juris- 
diction), and thenceforth the manage- 
ment of the estate and the collection of 
rents was carried out by a Receiver, who 
acted under the Land Judge, who, in 
his capacity as Receiver Judge, examined 
his accounts, and gave directions as to 
all matters touching the ordinary 
management of the estate. If in the 
course of the administration suit in the 
Court of Chancery a sale of the estate 
should become necessary, the sale was 
generally entrusted by the Court of 
Chancery to the Land Judge, the 
machinery in his Court being more con- 
venient for the purpose of collecting 
rents and selling land than the machinery 


Clanwilliam,L.(Z. Clanwilliam 
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of the Court of Chancery. Very often, 
also, the estates of minors were similarly 
dealt with. Also, many solvent estates 
were brought into the Land Court for 
sale, and when once any such last- 
mentioned estate had come under the 
jurisdiction of the Land Judge, there 
was great difficulty and expense in 
removing it therefrom. In all these 
cases it would be manifestly unfair that, 
in cases of a sale being had under this 
Bill, the bonus should be lost. It 
seemed very hard that where an estate 
was brought into the Court for purely 
administrative purposes, the owner of 
which might be absolutely solvent, it 
should be debarred from the benefit of 
this bonus. The subsection, as he 
proposed to amend it, would read— 


“This section shall not apply to any estate 
sold by a mortgagee in possession.” 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 25, line 8, to leave out from the 
word ‘by’ to the word ‘a’ in line 12.”—(Lord 
Dunboyne.) 


Lorp CASTLETOWN suggested that 
His Majesty’s Government should either 
redraft the clause or accept the Amend- 
ment leaving in the words “by a 
mortgagee in possession,’ which were 
sufficient to cover the case. The words 
which provided that no bonus should 
accrue to landlords who sold compul- 
sorily under the Land Judge’s Court 
should-be omitted. If the Amendment 
were accepted it would be received with 
approbation. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lerd AsHrouRNE) said that an 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
noble Duke in charge of the Bill, which 
come would later, largely met the objec- 
tion of the noble Lord who moved this 
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Amendment. The sub-section at present | back, the taint of that order remained 
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read— 

“This section shall not apply to any estate 
sold by the Land Judge where eithera Receiver | 
has been appointed over the estate, or the | 
estate is so circumstanced that it would, inde- 
pendently of the Act of 1896, be sold without 
the consent of the owner as to price or to any | 
estate sold by a mortgagee in possession.” 

The Amendment standing in the name 
of the noble Duke was to leave out the 
words “either a receiver has been 
appointed over the estate or.’ Those 
were the words which led to the diffi- 
culty. An estate might innocently be 
under a receiver. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE said he would be 
prepared to withdraw his Amendment 
in favour of the Amendment of the 
noble Duke. 

Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 25, line 9, to leave out the words 
‘either a receiver has been appointed over the 
estate or. ”"—(7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agree! to. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 25, line 11, after the word ‘ price’ 
to insert the words ‘ or to an estate so circum- 
stanced in respect of which an absolute order 
for sale by the Land Judge was in force at the 
date of the passing of this Act.’”—(The Duke 
of Devonshire. ) 


Lorp CASTLETOWN asked the noble 
Duke not to press this Amendment, 
because it brought this clause back to 
the condition in which it stood before 
the words “‘ either a receiver has been ap- 
pointed over the estate or” were omitted. 


THE JUKE OF 
the noble Lord will agree to this Amend- 
ment being inserted now, we will see if 
there is anything which conflicts with 
the previous Amendment before the 
Report stage. 


THe EArt or DUNRAVEN said the 
Amendment seemed to goa great deal 
further than the noble Duke intended. 
The whole of the sub-section was meant 
to apply to insolvent estates, but, accord- 
ing to this Amendment, if an absolute 
order had ever been made, however far 
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on the estate for ever. 


*THE EarL or. DONOUGHMORE said 


| that an estate which was in the Court, 
being an 


insolvent estate, might be. 
pulled round under the management of 


| the Court and taken out of the Court ; 


but, as the clause was originally drafted, 
though that estate were taken out of the 
Court, it would be debarred from the. 
bonus when sold. He was no lawyer, 
but it looked to him as if the Amendment 
just moved by the noble Duke met that, 


| point. 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: I necd 
hardly say that I am no lawyer either, 
but I am advised that the only effect of 
the Amendment would be to prevent 
insolvent estates from being taken out of 


the Court for the purpose of getting the 
bonus. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN _- said that, 
though he understood His Majesty's 
Government were unable to accept his 
next Amendment, they were prepared to 
look into the matter later on, when he 
dared say they would find an amending 
Bill of some type or other necessary in 
order to deal with points that had been 
left out in this Bill. There was little or 
no opposition to the proposal contained 
in his Amendment on the part of the 
Irish Members. The object of the new 
sub-section was to enable a landlord who 
chose to sell under Section 36 of the Act 
of 1896 to have the bonus extended to 
him as if such sale had taken place under 
this Act. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 25, to insert as a new sub-section 


| the words :‘(5) An advance may be made under 


this Act in respect of the sale of any holding 


_ under the provision of Section 36 of the Act of 





1896, and the same percentageshall be payablein 
respect of the said advance, as if such sale was 
a sale under this Act.’ ”—(Lord Castletown). 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said he had always entertained a 
very favourable opinion with regard to 
Clause 36 of the Act of 1896, but 
whether it could be made the subject- 
matter on which to attach a bonus was 
a point in which the Treasury must have 
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a voice, and on which he could not ex- 
press an opinion. But he understood 
that the noble Lord had been assured 
that it could not be dealt with in this 
Bill. 





Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 47, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 48 agreed to. 


Clause 49. 


*Tue Ear, or DONOUGHMORE said 
that, although he must acknowledge 
that the Government had made a very 
graceful concession to all who had to 
work under this Bill, they should not 
forget that they were dealing with 
Ireland, and that the giving of a certain 
amount afforded an opportunity for 
asking for a little more. Underthe A ts 
mentioned in his Amendment a duty 
(ranging from 2s. 6d. to 10s. per cent.) 
on the purchase money was levied on 
all estates sold through the Land Judges’ 
Court. The object of the Amendment 
was to remit that duty if the estate was 
being sold under the Land Purchase 
Acts, so as to lighten the cost of such 
sales. When those Acts were passed it 
was never contemplated that there would 
be anything like the wholesale sale of 


land in Ireland that there would be | 


under this Bill, and it would be a grace- 
ful concession on the part of His 
Majesty’s Government if they cou'd see 
their way to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 25, at the end of the clause, toinsert 
as a new sub-section the words : ‘(2) The provi- 
sions of this section shall apply to all sales under 
the Land Purchase Acts in the Land Judges’ 
Court, and in these cases no duty shall be 
aera under Section 88- of the Landed 

‘states Court (Ireland) Act, 1858, or under 
Sections 1 and 2 of the Landed Estates (Ireland) 
Act (1858) Amendment Act, 1861, or under 
Section 4 and the schedule of the Landed 
Estates Court Act, 
Donoughmore. ) 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I 
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gaged, absolutely out of the competence 
of this House to legislate upon. It ig 
,an Amendment to amend the Stamp 
Act, which I do not think any noble 
Lord can say is within the competence 
of this House. 


*THe Ear, or DONOUGHMORE said 
he only brought it forward because, from 
the small experience he had had of their 
Lordships’ House, he had found that, 
whenever the Government wished to 
break through the privilege of the other 
House, the other House did not object 
very much. He thought that perhaps 
in this case they might have seen their 
| way to do so. 





Amendment, by leave of the Committee 
withdrawn. 


Clause 49 agreed to. 
Clause 50, 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said, that Clause 
50 provided enlargement of the po vers of 
trustees in the investment of the purchase 
money for estates sold, and the object of his 
Amendment was to widen these powers. 
To his mind, this was one of the most 
important clauses that had been dealt 
with during the passage of the Bill 
through Committee. It was absolutely 
non-contentious. The securities included 
in the Amendment had been carefully 
considered by financial experts. In the 
Act of 1896 there was a provision for 
wider powers of investment, and, after a 
good deal of discussion on the subject, 





1866. "—(The Earl of 
| Government 


| clauses were moved which enabled an 
|owner, where he had sold without the 
'consent of the trustee, to invest the 
/money he received on a wider scale of 
|investments. The clause was _ very 
| carefully drafted, and was endorsed and 
|approved by Mr. Balfour and the late 
| Lord Herschell. Unluckily, however, 
| when the clause came to be tested, as it 
| was in a certain case, the Master of the 
| Rolls came to the conclusion that whatever 
|might have been the intention of the 
and the framers of the 
| clause, it did not carry out that intention, 
jand he made a ruling on the subject 


think it is sea:cely worth while dis- | which had renderedthe section inoperative. 
cussing this Amendment, because it is|In the Bill the powers of trustees had 
one which is more clearly than any of | again been widened. They now had, he 
the others on which we have been en-| thought, a perfectly clear announcement 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
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the wider powers of investment did not 
go far enough. He was not asking for 
anything unreasonable. He quite recog- 
nised that the remainder-men must be 
protected. He only asked that the 
powers of investment should be widened, 
His Amendment would give a certain 
fillip to sales under the Bill. He had 
heard from quite fifty or sixty landlords 
that if the powers of investment 
were widened they would sell, but 
that they could not sell otherwise. 
Sub-section (f/f) of his Amendment 
contained the provision that investments 
might be made in debentures or fully- 
paid shares or stocks of any railway 
or commercial or industrial company in 
the United Kingdom, provided that the 
sufficiency of such investment to realise 
the sum invested therein upon the death 
of the tenant for life or the termination 
of the trust, should be secured to the 
satisfaction of the public trustee under 
this Act. He had left the matter under 
the public trustee, who was put in 
specially for that purpose. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 25, line 32, after the word ‘in’ to 
insert the words ‘ (a) Bonds, debentures, or mort- 
gages secured upon rates or taxes levied under 
the authority of any Act of Parliament or Pro- 
visional Order by any municipal corporation 
or other local authority in the United Kingdom 
which shall be authorised to borrow on such 
security ; (b) Ground rents arising out of 
hereditaments in the United Kingdom and not 
exceeding in amount one-fourth part of the 
annual value at a rack rent of the premises 
out of which such ground rents issue; (c) 
Debentures or mortgages of railway companies 
in the United Kingdom incorporated. by Act 
of Parliament ; (¢) Stocks or shares of any 
tramway or light railway interest upon which 
is guaranteed from or charged upon rates under 
the Tramways (Ireland) Acts; (e) Bonds, 
debentures, or mortgages secured upon any 
investments in which trustees are authorised 
by this or any other Act to invest trust funds ; 
(}) Debentures or fully paid shares or stocks 
of any railway or commercial or industrial 
company in the United Kingdom, provided 
that the sufficiency of such investment to 
realise the sum invested therein upon the 
death of the tenant for life or the termination 
of the trust shall be secured to the satisfaction 
ofthe public trustee under this Act; or.’ ”— 
(Lord Castletown.) 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN supported 
the Amendment. There was a great 
necessity, if they were to induce Irish 
landlords to sell, to widen the area of 
investment, but he suggested to the 
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noble Lord who moved the Amendment 
that it would be wise to have some guaran- 
tee in the clause that the companies in 
which money was invested should only 
be companies the stability and value of 
whose stock had been approved. 


*THe Eart Or BELMORE called 
attention to Subsection (c) of the 
Amendment, and stated that there was 
no provision that the railway companies 
in whose debentures or mortgages money 
might be invested were paying dividends 
or not. Was it intended that the 
proviso in paragraph (f), to the effect that 
“the sufficiency of such investment to 
realise the sum invested therein upon the 
death of the tenant for life or the termina- 
tion of the trust should be secured to the 
satisfaction of the public trustee under this 
Act,” was to govern the other paragraphs 
of the Amendment ? 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND expressed his sympathy with the 
ideas underlying the Amendment, but he 
recognised the necessity for prudence and 
caution. The clause as it stood showed 
an anxiety to approve of investments 
which were not permitted by the present 
stringent rules. The objection which 
had been raised by Lord Belmore was a 
very reasonable one. One of the heads of 
investments in the Arnendment was “ de- 
bentures or mortgages of railway com- 
panies in the United Kingdom, incor- 
porated by Act of Parliament.” Of 
course, some debentures and mortgages of 
railway companies were extremely gilt 
edged, whilst others were worthless ; 
and without some qualification they could 
hardly sanction investment to be made 
in debentures or mortgages of any railway 
company in the United Kingdom. The 
proviso that the sufficiency of such 
investment to realise the sum invested 
therein upon the death of the tenant for 
life or the termination of the trust should 
be secured to the satisfaction of the public 
trustee under this Act was a very impor- 
tant one, but it appeared to be confined 
to Sub-section (/) of the Amendment. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN stated that it 
was his intention that the proviso in 
Sub-section (f) should govern the other 
paragraphs of his Amendment. 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said he was afraid the Amendment 
as at present worded did not suggest 
that. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
believe that the clause as in the Bill was 
drafted to that form with the concurrence 
of the noble Earl the Lord Chancellor of 
England, who is not in the House at this 
moment. I should be willing to accept 
the Amendment on the understanding 
that, if it appears to be open to objection 
by that high legal authority, it should 
be subject to reconsideration on Report, 
or possibly it would be better if the 
noble Lord postponed the Amendment 
till the Report stage, and I will see the 
Lord Chancellor in the meantime. 


THE MARQUESS OF RIPON called at- 
tention to the fact that the Lord Chan- 
cellor of England had just entered the 
House. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR said he 
regretted he had not heard this discussion 
that had taken place upon the Amend- 
ment. So far as he was concerned, he 
must protest very strongly against the 
further enlargement of the power of 
investment by trustees without very 
careful consideration. They had had no 
opportunity of considering the value of 
the investments suggested by the noble 
Lord, whereas every enlargement of the 
power of investment was carried out with 
great care. He could not encourage the 
noble Lord with the idea that in the very 
short interval between the Committee 
and the Report stage of this Bill he could 
assent to the proposed enlargement. 


Amendment,by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE moved an Amend- 
ment, which, he said, only sought to 
extend to trustees in Ireland a protection 
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This was especially desirable in order to 
expedite sales under this Bill, because jn 
many cases trustees in Ireland had com- 
mitted a technical breach of trust, by 
lending trust moneys on second charges 
on land, when the security seemed so 
ample that they would willingly have lent 
theirown money upon it. The operations 
of the rent-fixing Act had immensely 
reduced this security in many cases, and 
the mortgage, or portion of it, was ver 

often now in danger, and if a further 
reduction in the security should take 
place under the present Bill, many 
trustees would find themselves in a serious 
position unless afforded a_ protection 
similar to that now enjoyed by trustees 
in England. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 26, after Sub-section 3 to insert 
the following new Sub-section :—‘ (4) In the 
case of all proceedings in relation to any lands 
sold in the High Court or under the Land 
Purchase Acts, or any charges thereon, or any 
moneys realised thereby, if it appears to the 
Court that a trustee is or may be personally 
liable for any breach of trust, whether the 
transaction alleged to be a breach of trust 
occurred before or after the passing of this 
Act, but has acted honestly and reasonally 
and ought fairly to be excused for the breach 
of trust, and for omitting to obtain the 
directions of the Court in the matter in which 
he committed such breach, then the Court may 
relieve the tru-tee, either wholly or partly, 
from personal liability for the same.’ ”—(Lord 
Dunboyne.) 


THe DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: | am 
advised that the law relating to trustees 
is exactly the same in England and in 
Ireland, and that this proposal would be 
entirely and absolutely outside the scope 
of this Bill. It would, in our opinion, be 
improper to attempt to alter the law in 
the case of proceedings under the Land 
Purchase Acts in Ireland, but it would 
be still more improper to attempt to alter 
it in the way proposed in this clause. 


On Question,their Lordships divided:— 
Contents, 49 ; Not-Contents, 66. 
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Clause 50 agreed to. 
Clause 51. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN said the 
object of the Amendments, six in number, 
standing in his name, was the same in 
each case. It was simply to give juris- 
diction to the Land Judge to act in a 
similar manner to that which the Land 
Commission might adopt. Noble Lords 
from Ireland attached great importance 
to this Amendment with a view to the 
economical working of the Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 26, line 36, after the word ‘by’ to 
insert the words ‘the Land Judge or.’”— 
(Viscount Templetown.) 


THE DuKE oF ABERCORN expressed 
the hope that the Government would 
accept the Amendments, which would 


greatly lessen the expense under the 
Bill. 


THe DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE : The 
Government can assent to these Amend- 


VOL. CXXVII. [FourtH SERIEs.] 


Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


L. 
Clanwilliam, L(£. Clanwilliam 


(V. Downe.) 
De L’Isle and Dudley, L. 


Somerhill, L.(MW. Clanricarde. ) 
Stalbridge, L. 

Stanmore, L. 

Suffield, L. 

Tweedmouth, L. 

Windsor, L. 

Wolverton, L. 


| ments in substance, but it ought to be 
done in a different way. I propose to 
do it by an Amendment on the next 
page. The Amendment I am prepared 


to move is— 


In e 27, line 11, after the word ‘require,’ 
to insert the following new sub-section :—‘ The 
powers conferred on the Land Commission by 
the foregoing provisions of this section may 
be exercised by the Land Judge in any case 
where the purchase money of land sold under 
the Land euaas Acts is, or has been, dis- 
tributed by him, and those provisions shall 
apply accordingly, with the substitution of the 
Land Judge for the Land Commission.’” 


I also propose to move in line 12 the 
insertion, after the word “by” of the 
words “the Land Judge and” so that 
the sub-section will then read— 


** Rules may be made by the Land Judge and 
the Land Commission with the approval of the 
Lord Lieutenant for the purpose of carrying 
this section into effect, and for regulating the 
exercise of the powers and duties of the public 
trustee, and in particular may provide that the 
trustee shall, on the request of any person 
proposing to sell an estate, give an estimate 





of the probable financial effect of such sale.” 


L 
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Viscount TEMPLETOWN expressed 
his willingness to accept the noble 
Duke’s Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 27, line 11, after the word 
‘require’ to insert the following new sub- 
section: ‘The powers conferred on the Land 
Commission by the foregoing provisions 
of this section may be exercised by the Land 
Judge in any case where the purchase money 
of land sold under the Land Purchase Acts is, 
or has been, distributed by him, and those 
provisions shall apply accordingly, with the 
substitution of the Land Judge for the Land 
Commission.’ ”—(Zhe Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 27, line 12, after the word ‘by’ 
to insert the words ‘the Land Judge 
and.’’’—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Tae Duke or ABERCORN (on behalf 
of Lord Castletown} moved to leave out 
‘the Land Commission” and to insert 
“a majority of the Land Commissioners, 
which majority shall include the Judicial 
Commissioner.” The object of his 
Amendment was to place the Judicial 
Commissioner on an equality with the 
Land Commissioners. (On points of law 
it was very often difficult for the Land 
Commissioners to come to a proper 
decision without the assistance of the 
Judicial Commissioner. 


Amendment moved— 


«In page 27, line 12, to leave out the words 
‘the Lavd Commission,’ and insert the words 
‘a majority of the Land Commissioners, which 
majority shall include the Judicial Com- 
missioner.’ ”—(The Duke of Abercorn.) 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: The, 


Land Judge has been added to the rule 
making authority, 
Amendment is unnecessary. 


Amendment, by leaveofthe Committee, 
withdrawn, 


Clause 51, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 52. 
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Amendments standing in my name, 
‘taken together, propose to make this 
clause similar to Clause 2, which pro- 
vides for advances in the case of the 
sale of parcels. 


Amendments moved— 


‘*In page 27, line 28, to leave out from the 
word ‘that’ to the words ‘in the’ in line 32; 
in line 34, after the word ‘county’ to inser. 
the words ‘the said limitation may, subject to 
the other limitations in the Land Purchase 
Acts, be exceeded where the Land Commission 
consider that: a larger advance may be 
sanctioned to any purchaser without prejudice 
to the wants and circumstances of other persons 

| residing in the neighbourhood’; and in page 

28, lines 3 and 4, to leave out the words ‘ under 
the circumstances aforesaid,’ and insert the 
, words ‘ where the Land Commission consider it 
expedient under the circumstances mentioned 
in the preceding sub-section.’”—(Zhe Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN then moved 
the omission of Clause 52. He said that 
the provisions of Clause 52 were in many 
ways objectionable, and in some points 
contrary to the policy of the Bill, which 
aimed at creating peasant proprietors. 
By Sub-clause 1 an arbitrary date was 
fixed- for no apparent reason—from 
which date no tenancy could be created 
which would entitle its holder to the 
full benefits of this Bill, except in the 
case of evicted tenants, or tenancies 
created by the Congested Districts Board. 
There was nothing to show why these 
two classes of tenants should be favoured, 
whilst other deserving tenants were to 
be penalised, because their tenancies 
were not three years old. Besides, this 
sub-clause would deter a landlord who 
might wish to hand over to good and 
deserving tenants a portion of the 
demesne or other lands in his hands. 
The provisions of Sub-clause 2 would 
fetter the hands of the Land Judge, and 
prevent a heavily-embarrassed owner, 
who had, for the benefit of his creditors, 
been made a tenant of his demesne under 
the powers of any Court, from buying the 
same by means of the beneficial aid given to 
other tenants. An owner so made tenant 
of his own demesne by any Court had 
been paying rent, therefore, like any other 
tenant, should have like _ benefits 
under this Bill. The proposed limit of 
' £2,000 was too small to enable a vendor 
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tore-buy his demesne in many cases ; and 
as he would, in order to retain his old 
demesne, be in all probability willing to 
give a higher price than anyone else would 
give, his creditors would suffer if he were 
deprived of the power of so doing. Sub- 
clause 3 would be inoperative if the rest 
of the clause were left out, and conse- 
quently, of course, it should be left out 
also. There was a great amount of 
feeling against the clause, and he hoped 
His Majesty’s Government would permit 
it to be omitted. 

| 


Amendment moved— 


‘‘In page 27, to leave out Clause 52.”°— 
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(Viscount Templetown.) 


THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE said 
that the clause was entirely in accord- 
ance with the general purpose of the 
Bill, one of the objects of which was to 
improve existing holdings where they 
were now of an uneconomic character. 
The opportunities of adding to and im- 
proving small and badly situated hold- 
ings were not frequent, and one of the 
most usual forms in which such an oppor- 
tunity might present itself was when the 
selling landowner was in possession of a 
large quantity of untenanted and ayail- 
able land whichcould be turned to account 
for this purpose. It was apprehended 
that in some cases the owner of property 
of this description might be induced to 





let such unoccupied land in large blocks | 
to comparatively wealthy and prosperous | 
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siderable tracts of land at the moment un- 
occupied might cease to be available for 
the purpose of improving existing hold- 
ings. For those reasons the Government 
proposed to deny to newly-created hold- 
ings the same facilities that were offered 
to holdings which had been in existence 
for a long time. Instead of the limit 
allowed in the case of ordinary large 
holdings, it was proposed that within the 
area of a congested district the limit 
should be £500, and that discretion 
should be given to the Land Commission 
where the holding was not situated in a 
congested district. The Government 
regarded the clause as one of consider- 
able importance. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said it might 
happen that a landlord holding a certain 
portion of his land in his own hands 
might desire to divide it amongst 
smaller holders, in order to let them 
become tenants, and eventually purchase. 
He would be precluded from doing so by 
this clause. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE said 
that if the landlord was willing to sell 
his land in small parcels, the question of 
the money limit would not arise. The 
object of the clause, he took it, was only 
to | ugha the letting of unoccupied 
land in large blocks. 

On Question, that Clause 


52, as 


tenants, who would hire it with the idea | amended, stand part of the Bill, their 


that they would eventually be able to! 
buy it under the Ac. In this way con- | 


CONTE 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (ZL. President.) | 


Howe, E. 
Lytton, E. 

Morley, E. 

| Sel borne, E. 
Stamford, E. 


Norfolk, D. (2. Marshal.) 
Marlborough, D. 

Portland, D. 

Wellington, D. Waldegrave, E. 
Ailesbury, M. 
Lansdowne, M. 
Ripon, M. 


| Powerscoart, V, 


Allerton, L 
Ashbourne, L. 
| Balfour, L. 


Clarendon, E. (LZ. Chamberlain.) 

Camperdown, E. 

Crewe, E. 

Cromer, E. 

Denbigh, E. 

Doneaster, E. (J). 
and Queensberry.) 


Belper, L. 
Davey, L. 
Buccleuch | Dawnay, L. 


Hardwicke, E. ’ Erskine, L. 


| Vane, E. (J2. Londonderry.) 


| Churehill, V.__[TZedler.] 


selhaven and Stenton, L, 


(V. Downe.) 
| De L’Isle and Dudley, L. 
Eldon, E. | Ellenborough, L. 


Lordships divided :—Contents, 54; Not- 
Contents. 50. 


NTS. 

Estcourt, L. 

Forester, L. 

Kenry, L. (2. Dunraven and 
Mount-Ear/.) 

Kenyon, L. 

Kintore, L. 

Lawrence, L. 

Methuen, L. 

Montagu of Beaulieu, L. 

Muncaster, L. 

Newton, L. 

Ribblesdale, L. 

Sandhurst, L. 

Silchester, L. (2. Longford.) 

Stalbridge, L. 

Suffield, L. 

Tweedmouth, L. 

Windsor, L. 

Wolverton, L. 


L 2 


(2. Kintore.) 
[ Teller. | 
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Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) Carysfort, L. 
Castlemain, L. 


Abingdon, E. Castletown, L 


(EZ. Carysfort.) Inchiquin, L. 
Kilmaine, L. 


Langford, L. 


Bandon, E. Clanwilliam,L(Z.Clanwilliam | Leconfield, L. 
Belmore, E. Clements, L. (£. Leitrim.) Macnaghten, L. 
Dartrey, E. Clonbrock, L. Massy, L. 
de Montalt, E. Cloncurry, L. Monck, L. (V. Moncek.) 
Drogheda, E. Colchester, L. Muskerry, L 

Crofton, L. O'Neill, L. 


Rosse, E. 
Westmeath, E. De Freyne, L. 


Deramore, L. 





Oranmore and Browne, L. 
Rathdonnell, L. 





Hutchinson, V. (E. Donough- | Digby, L. Rathmore, L. 
more.) Dunalley, L. Rosmead, L. 
Templetown, V. [Tedler.] Dunboyne, L. Rossmore, L. 
Fermanagh, L. (Z. Erne.) Somerhill, L.(M. Clanricarde.) 
Ardilaun, L. Fingall, L. (Z. Fingal.) Sudley, L.(2. Arran )[ Teller.) 
Barrymore, L. Grey de Ruthyn, S. Ventry, L 


Boyle, L.(£. Cork and Orrery.) | Grinstead, L.(£. Enniskillen.) 


Clause 52, as amended, agreed to, 
Clause 53. 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE moved 
an Amendment in Sub-section (c) of 
Clause 53. This sub-section read as 
follows— 

s*(c) Where on the decease of the proprietor 
the holding would, by reason of any devise, 
bequest, intestacy, or otherwise, become sub- 
divided or vested in more than one person, the 
Land Commission may require the holding to 
be sold within twelve months after the death 
of the proprietor to some one person, and if 
default is made in so selling the holding, the 
Land Commission may cause the holding to be 
sold.” 


It was doubtful whether, under the 
existing law, the Land Commission were 
debarred from requiring a holding to be 
sold after twelve months from the death 
of the proprietor, even though they had 
not become aware of his death before 
the expiration of the twelve months. 
He therefore moved after the words 
“twelve months after’ the insertion of 
the words “ they become aware of.” 


Amendment moved— 


‘* In page 28, line 25, after the word ‘after’ 
to insert the words ‘they become aware of.’ ” 
—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE then 
moved the insertion of a new sub-section. 
He stated that the provisions of the 
clause against sub-division would be 
nullified if the existing law was allowed 
to continue. 


Worlingham, L. (EZ, Gosford.) 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 28, line 34, after the word ‘other- 
wise’ to insert as a new sub-section the words: 
‘(2) Not more than one person shall without 
the consent of the Land Commission be regis- 
tered as the owner of a holding under Part IV. 
of the Local Registration of Title (Ireland) 
Act, 1891.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 29, line 2, after the word ‘ part ’ to 
insert the words ‘ the consent of the Land Com- 
mission under this enactment may, in the 
case of a charge created by a will, be given at 
any time whether before or after the death of 
the testator.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE said 
the object of the next Amendment was 
to prevent the sub-section being retro- 
spective. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 29, line 3, to leave out the word 
‘a’ and toinsert the word ‘the,’ and after 
the word ‘holding’ to insert the words ‘exe- 
cuted after the commencement of this Act.’” 
—( The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On, Question, Amendment agreed to. 

THe DvuKE or DEVONSHIRE ex- 
plained that the next Amendment was 
one which had been accepted in the 
House of Commons. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 29, line 7, after the word ‘charge- 
ant,’ to insert the words ‘or, in the case of @ 
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charge created by a will or codicil, within six 
months from the death of the testator.’ ’’—(The 
Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


LorD MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
moved to insert a new sub-section, which 
had for its object the protection of the 
small owners to be created by this Bill 
from the gombeening shopkeeper. He 
said that the safeguards at present in the 
clause were not sufficient to meet this 
class of cases, and there would be the 
greatest danger if some such provision 
were not inserted. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 29, line 8, after the word ‘ void,’ 
toinsertas a new sub-section the words ‘ Nosho 
debt shall be recoverable by the sale of any such 
holding, not exceeding ten pounds in rateable 
value, on which the proprietor resides.’”— 
(Lord Monteagle of Brandon.) 


Lord CASTLETOWN regarded the 
Amendment as one of supreme import- 
ance, as it would protect peasant pro- 
prietors from the gombeen menand others 
who would undoubtedly prey upon them 
in the absence of such a provision. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said this matter could not be 
dealt with in this Bill. He appreciated 
the excellent motives of his noble friend, 
but they could not deal with one class of 
debts in this way. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that when 
once these peasant proprietors had been 
created they would be liable to run into 
debt with the local shopkeepers, who 
would gradually take possession of the 
holdings all round them, by which means 
the old system would be again brought 
about, only in a worse and exaggerated 
form. The gombeen men, by getting 
the small owners into debt, could become 
owners of their lands. He was anxious 
that some arrangement should be arrived 
at whereby these small owners could be 
protected. 


*THE Marquess OF LANSDOWNE said 
it was perfectly clear that the Amend- 
ment, as it stood. was not one which the 
Government could accept. He did not 
know that it would afford the protection 
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desired, because a gombeen man might 
not be a shopkeeper. One effect of 
making this change would be a general 
refusal of credit to these small tenants. 
But, besides that, it would not be a very 
good kind of education to give to the new 
proprietors, whom they hoped to see 
acquiring habits of thrift and self-reliance, 
to tell them that they were to enjoy a 
kind of immunity from the consequences 
of running into debt which was accorded 
to no other class of the community. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 53, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 54. 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 54, as amended, agreed to. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN said _ the 
object of the new clause which he pro- 
posed to insert after Clause 54, was to 
enable a vendor to resume on certain 
conditions little bits of land which were 
dovetailed into his demesne. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 54, to insert the following 
new clause: ‘The word ‘‘ estate” in Section 
5 of theAct of 1881 shall include such lands 
of a landlord as are retained by him, or re- 

urchased upon any sale of an estate under the 
lees Purchase Acts, including this Act, and 
the Land Commission may authorise a re- 
sumption under the said section, notwith- 
standing that the holding in respect of which 
such resumption is authorised is held at a 
judicial rent fixed for a first or subsequent 
statutory term.’ ”—(Viscount Templetown.) 


*THE EarL OF CREWE said he under- 
stood the object of the noble Viscount 
was akin to that of his noble friend 
Lord Inchiquin in the Amendment 
which he moved to Clause 3 on the pre- 
vious day, the object being that when 
alandlord took advantage of Clause 3 
to re-purchase his demesne he might be 
able to acquire certain parcels of land 
in the possession of his tenants for the 
purpose of rounding off his demesne, 
obtaining access to water, planting, mak- 
ing roads, or preserving sporting rights. 
He suggested that the Amendment 
should be amended by inserting, after 
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‘the Land Commission may,” the words 
“for the purpose of carrying out a re-sale 
under Clause 3 of this Act.” It seemed 
to him only reasonable that this power 
of entering into the holding of a tenant 
should be in connection with the power 
given under Clause 3 of re-acquiring the 
demesne. If he remembered rightly, 
the noble Duke the Leader of the House 
took exception the previous day to any 
provision of that kind, on the ground 
that it was foreign to the general pur- 
pose of the Bill) which was to enable 
tenants to buy holdings, and not to 
enable landlords to buy holdings from 
tenants. But it seemed to him that so 
many of the provisions of the Bill were 
singular that one anomaly more or less 
would make very little difference. At 
an earlier stage in the proceedings they 
carried, by the only really substantial 
majority that had been obtained that 
evening, a clause which was declared 
on the highest authority to be entirely 
indefensible on grounds of public 
honesty, and the excuse which was 
given in the main for that clause was 
that without it a great number of sales 
would not take place. On a much 
smaller scale he thought the same might 
be said of this Amendment. He had no 
doubt that unless some power of this 
kind was granted, a _ considerable 
number of sales would be prevented 
from taking place, and he hoped the 
noble Duke would be able to accept the 
Amendment in some form or other. 


Lorp CLONBROCK, in supporting the 
Amendment, said its effect was merely to 
amend the Clauses in the Act of 1881, 
which authorised a landlord to resume 
possession for certain purposes—for the 
purpose, as Mr. Gladstone stated at the 
time, of improving his demesne or home 
farm. But it had been construed by the 


Court of Appeal that that could only be | 


done when the landlord derived no benefit 
from it himself. The object of the Amend- 
ment was to allow the landlord to do it, 
although it might benefit himself. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE said | 
he was sure that if they could find some | 
reasonable and convenient way of enabling | 
such rounding-off operations of modest | 
character to'be carried out under this Bill, 
they would be glad to see them added 


The Earl of Crewe. 
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| to its provisions. But one was bound to 
look carefully and critically at proposals of 
this kind, and he was afraid that this par- 
ticular proposal contained a good deal to 
which exception might be taken. What he 
understood to be proposed was this—under 
| the Act of 1881, as they all remembered, 
| there was a clause enabling a landlord to 
resume a holding, or part of a holding, 
for the good of the estate, but that pro- 
| vision was very carefully limited, because 
| it was not to be taken advantage of in the 
| first judicial term, and his impression was 
| that it would be extremely difficult to find 
_ cases in which landlords had succeeded in 
| putting the clause into operation. Observe 
_what would be done under this Amend- 
/ment. He understood that the mover 
| proposed, not only to allow these resump- 
| tions, but to allow advances to be made 
for the purpose of resumption, and that 
the power of resumption should be allowed 
in the case of a holding which the landlord 
had thought fit not to sell when he sold 
| the rest of the estate. It seemed to him 
| that that was an arrangement that would 
| lend itself, to say the least of it, to a great 
| deal of misconception, and that it would 
| be precisely the kind of clause which 
| would be open to the objection that it 
| would be the means of creating a source 
of friction between landlord and tenant. 
Unless the noble Lord was able to show 
that that would not be the effect of the 
Amendment, he could not help hoping that 
he would not press it. 





Lorp INCHIQUIN said the noble 
Marquess had taken an_ entirely 
wrong view of the Amendment. All 
they asked was that the powers 
which landlords now possessed should 
be extended to them under this Bill. 
They asked that the word “estate” 
should bear the meaning in this Bill 
that it bore in the existing Act. 


*THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE said 
| that what had urged them to move this 
_ Amendment was this, that the decision 
in the Courts was at variance with the 


| intentions of the Legislature when the 


Act of 1881 was passed. They were 
anxious that they should have what the 
ramers of that Act meant to give them. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I do 
not think there can be any doubt that 


this proposal would be a considerable 
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alteration of the present Land Acts.;| *THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE 
The object of this Bill, although it may | said he had misunderstood the intention 
deal in some minor particulars with the | of the noble Lord. He was under the 
existing Land Acts, is to bring about | impression that he meant that advances 





purchases. Its object is not to amend 
the existing Land Acts, and therefore I 


should be inclined to think that this | 


Amendment was out of the proper 
scope of the Bill. The arrangements 
which have been indicated, as those which 
it is desired to give the landlord the 
power of effecting under this clause, are 
arrangements which, in our opinion, 


may be greatly facilitated by the powers | 


given under the second clause of the 
Bill. 
will have the power of selling any un- 
tenanted land in his possession, and 
that, surely, will give him in the most 
desirable way, by a process of voluntary 


arrangement, the means for bringing | 
the | 


about any such rectifications of 
land which he retains in his own hands 
as may be desired. At the same time, 
it would be much more desirable, and 
equally efficacious, that this re arrange- 
ment of boundaries should be effected in 
that way rather than by the drastic 
alterations of the provisions of the ex- 
isting Land Acts proposed in the 
Amendment. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN doubted whether 
Clause 2 of the Bill gave landlords any 
such power. 


The landlord under that clause | 


‘should be made, but he gathered that 
| that was not his intention. 


| *THe Eart or CREWE again sug- 
| gested the addition of the words “ for 
|the purpose of carrying out a re-sale 
|under Clause 3.” The proposed new 
(clause as he suggested it should be 
|amended, would read— 


| 

“The word ‘ estate’ in Section 5 of the Act 
| of 1881 shall include such lands of a landlord 
| as are retained by him or re-purchased upon 
any sale of an estate under the Land Purchase 
| Acts, including this Act, and the Land Com- 
| mission may, for the purpose of carrying out 
a re-sale under Clause 3 of this Act, authorise 
a resumption under the said section, notwith- 
standing that the holding in respect of which 
such resumption is authorised is held at a 
judicial rent fixed for a first or subsequent 
| statutory term.” 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said this would be introducing 
considerable doubt into the construction 
of existing Acts. He well remembered 
| the keen discussions upon the power of 
resumption in connection with the Act 
|of 1881. The power of resumption was 
| then given for the benefit of the estate, 
|and a very broad meaning was given to 
the word “‘estate.” It was obvious that 
'the Amendment would make a very 
substantial change, and would be at 
variance with the construction intended 
by the Act of 1881. He entirely repud 
ated the suggestion of Lord Donough 
more, that they were to seek for the 
intention of an Act of Parliament, not 
in its words, but in some casual speech 
that was made in the debate upon it. 


| 
THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: Clause 


2 gives the landlord power to sell 
to the Commissioners untenanted land. 
That land can be made into holdings, | 
which can be exchanged for any ex- | 
isting holding which the landlord wishes 
to get into his own hands. 


| 
Lorp INCHIQUIN said they would 
have no power of compelling the Land 
Commission to return the land to 
them. They were only asking in the 
Amendment for what was alreadythe law, 
vith the slight addition that the word 
“estate” should be extended to mean the 
estate of the landlord as well as of 
his tenant. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN said the 
proposed new clause was purely permis- 
sive, and he could not see that the tenants 
were likely to suffer by giving the Land 
Commission the power proposed. 


|He did not know how they could insist 


upon that.) What the noble Lord had 
in his mind was this, that when the 
Land Commissioners were approached 
and were asked whether they would 
sanction resumption, that that should 
be done at the time when negotiations 
were in progress for the re-purchase by 
the landlord of his demesne. It could 
hardly be that that could work out, 
because, when the landlord had sold and 
was in the process of buying back his 
demesne, that could hardly be the moment 
when, as the noble Earl suggested, the 
mind of the Land Commission should 
be directed to these terms of resumption. 
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He could not say how the Estates Com- 
missioners would deal with it. Then 
came in the objection of the noble 
Marquess. They were seeking to apply 
these great powers to every case. Sup- 
pose they were dealing with a case where 
the whole estate, except certain holdings, 
had been sold under the Bill; then they 
would be in this position—that it might 
be that the owner might be open to the 
charge that he had lett out of his agree- 
ment with the Estates Commissioners 
certain holdings in regard to which he 


wished afterwards to ask from the 
Estates Commissioners a power of 
resumption, and that, if he had 


not intended to ask for the power of 
resumption, he would have included 
in his agreement for sale, and would 
have sold to the tenants. Therefore this 
was open to a criticism of a personal 
character. He objected to it on the 
broad ground that it was unwise 
to seek to make in this Bill, and under 
those conditions, a change in the Land 
Act of 1881. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN said the Land Act 
of 1881 had been so often referred to 
that he might be permitted to read the 
portion referred to— 

“ During the continuance of a statutory term 
in a tenancy, save as hereinafter provided, the 
Court may, on the application of the landlord, 
and upon being satisfied that he is desirous of 
resuming the holding or part thereof for some 
reasonable or sufficient purpose having relation 
to the good of the holding or of the Estate.” 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said it struck 
him they had gone too much into small 
legal details, and had thus lost sight of 
the broader question. The object of 
the Bill, as he understood it, was to 
induce landlords to sell, and then to 
induce those who had sold to remain in 
Ireland, if possible, and therefore to 
allow them to buy back their demesnes. 
Lord Templetown’s only desire was to 
empower them to say to the landlord 
who desired to? purchase back his de 
mesne, that they had now power to utilise 
the Act of 1881 to allow him to resume 
for the benefit of his demesne and for 
the benefit of his tenants, to whom he 
was selling such and such a holding, 
giving the tenant of that holding com- 
pensation for the resum;tion of it. 
That was the broad view. 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 
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*THE MarquEess OF LANSDOWNE 
said he admitted that he had not at 
first accurately apprehended the inten- 
tion with which this Amendment was 
moved. He understood it now, but a 
closer acquaintance with that intention 
did not make him more favourably dis- 
posed towards it. The ‘estate ’ within 
the meaning of the Act of 1881 had now 
disappeared. They had now to deal, not 
with anestate, buta re-purchased demesne. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN disagreed, for the 
reason that this might have occurred 
before the sale. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE : It 
was said that for the purpose of improv- 
ing the demesne, whether re-purchased 
or not, a power should be given of re- 
sumption similar to the power given under 
the Act of 1881 for the purpose of im- 
proving an estate, as it was understood in 
the Act of 1881. Not only was that the 
case, but for the purpose of resumption 
the noble Lord wished to do away with 
the limitation to be found in the Act of 
1881, which prevented these resumptions 
from taking place during the first judicial 
term. That seemed to him to be a very 
dangerous addition to graft on this Bill, 
and he could not accept it. 


*Lorp INCHIQUIN quoted the 5th and 
6th Sections of the Act of 1881, which 
met, he said, the last objection of the 
noble Marquess that the limitation was 
done away with. 


*THE Ear: or DONOUGHMORE said 
he thought he had been understood to 
impugn a judgment of the Courts of 
Dublin. He wished to say that that de- 
cision was given by one of the most learned 
and impartial Judges in Ireland, and he 
had no intention of impugning it. He also 
understood that, from a legal point of 
view, the debates of this House or another 
place had nothing to do with the inter- 
pretation of an Act of Parliament. At 
the same time they thought it was rather 
hard that they had not received what 
Mr. Gladstone stated he wanted them to 
receive. It was from Mr. Gladstones 
speech that they had gathered what this 
word “estate” meant when the Act of 
1881 was carried. 
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Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE | They were giving a particular meaning to 
said that most landlords were anxious to | the word “estate,” not only in the Act 
sell to their tenants, but many had one } which they were enacting, but a different 
or two holdings running into their | meaning to that which was given to it in 
demesnes, and unless they could retain | the Act of 1881, in which it had, as he 
those holdings, or acquire possession of | understood, been given a different mean- 
them in some way, they would not be able | ing to that which had been given to it by 
to sell at all. | the Judges in Dublin. He did not address 

| himself to the merits of tho Amendment, 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH said there had | he merely desired to suggest to the noble 
been so much sympathy expressed for Lord that it would not be wise to blindly 
this Amendment that he would ask the make such a revolutionary concession as 





Government if they could not accept it, | this. 


whether they could see if this point could 

not be met. He hoped they might see 
their way on Report to bring up a clause 

which should meet the demand now | 
being made. He saw the objection to the , 
clause as moved, and the objection to 

meeting the demand in that way, but, if | 
the Government could see their way to 

do so, he hoped they would bring up a 

clause on Report. 


Tae Duke oF ABERCORN said it 
was no use to have a hard and fast rule 
of this kind. One of the objects of the 
Bill was to retain the landlord in Ireland, 
and if they took away the advantage he 
would have by having a more or less snug 
little demesne they would de away with 
the effect of this Bill. They would 
prevent landlords from selling and the 
tenants from selling, and would not be 
able to carry out the effect of the provi- 
sions of this Bill in the same satisfactory 
manner as they would if the Government 
listened to the demands of the noble Lord 
and gave way in this slight measure. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said he could not 
divest his mind of the idea that the 
Government thought that there was some 
deep-laid plan, some insidious design, 
about this Amendment. It was not that 
they were anxious to obtain vast tracts of 
land and divert them from the purposes 
of this Bill. 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR oF 
IRELAND said without affecting to deal 
with the limits of what the object of , 
this Amendment was, he could not help | 
entering a protest against the meaning of. 
the word “estate ” as given to it in the Act 
of 1881. For aught he knew to the. 
contrary this was a wise and proper thing | 
to do, but not in this way. Phe effort to | 
do it in this way might produce a greater | 
effect than the noble Lords contemplated. | 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH thought the 
speech of the learned Lord Chancellor 
was an excellent argument for adopting 
the course he had suggested. It was only 
a few moments ago that the noble Lord 
had read the clause of the Act of 1881 
with the very expression which was in- 
tended. The word in the Act of 1881 
was given the same meaning. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
have no objection to undertake to recon- 
sider this question on Report, but I cannot 
undertake what the noble Lord has 
suggested, which is to deal with it. In 
our opinion we shall not find any way 
out of the difficulty in any of the ways 
that have been suggested, should we be 
able to deal with this question at all. 
But we can undertake to carefully con- 
sider what has been said as to the Act of 
1881, in connection with this Act, and see 
whether we can devise anything to meet 
the point so strongly pressed by the noble 
Lord behind me. In my opinion, the 
object this Amendment has in view must, 
in the vast majority of cases, be provided 
for by voluntary arrangement and ex- 
change, which is the course which the 
noble Lord seemed to wish to be em- 
powered to adopt. I do not know 
whether there is any other object in the 
Amendment, but the object spoken of, 
generally speaking, is to recover some 
holding which inconveniently juts 
into the demesne and causes incon- 
venience _ thereby. If the owner 
were given the power which is asked 
for, of resuming such a holding, he would 
have to pay a very heavy compensation 
for it. That was provided by the Act of 
1881, and it appears to me that it would 
be a very much more satisfactory thing 
for all parties if it could be dealt with by 
a system of exchange. 
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Lorp CLONBROCK said that it might 


be that the landlord had no land which 
he could exchange. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN appealed to the 
Lord Chancellor to see if he could not 
devise before Report some clause which 
would meet this suggestion. 





Lorp INCHIQUIN asked iftheGovern- 
ment would look at the case again and 
try and draft some clause to meet them. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN asked 
whether the Government were giving their 
undertaking to try and frame such a 
clause as would meet with universal 
approval ; if so, he would withdraw the 
clause. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I do 
not think I can extend the answer I gave 
that we would consider the arguments 
that have been used. I could not give 
any pledge which would commit me to 
the opinion that we could adopt the 


{LORDS} 





proposal that has been made by the noble | 


Lord. Of course if the Amendment is 
pressed we are released from our under- 
taking. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


that Lord Balfour do take the Chair. 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Clause 55. 


Amendments moved— 


“In page 29, line 24, to leave out the word 
‘require’ and insert the words ‘request to be 
furnished with.’ 

“In line 26, to leave out from the word 
‘holding’ to the word ‘an’ in line 27, and in- 
sert the words ‘in respect of which.’ 

*<TIn line 27, after the word ‘ Acts’ to insert 


the words ‘has been made.’”—(The Duke of 


Devonshire.) 
On Question, Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 55, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 56. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said the words 
he proposed to insert in the new sub-section 
he intended to move were merely words 
to simplify the work of the Board, and 
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he felt certain that this would be acquiesced 
in by the Government. He wished in the 
last paragraph to add at the end—“ And 
the same shall be payable by the Land 
Commission to the vendor.” The object 
of those words was only to make the 
matter a little clearer. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 30, line 34, after the word ‘ matter ” 
to insert as a new sub-section the words ‘In the 
cases of sales to tenants other than sales by the 
Land Commission or sales by the Land Judge, 
the date at which interest on the purchase- 
money payable under Sub-section 2 of Section 
35 of the Act of 1896, shall begin to be payable 
shall be—(a) If the agreement for purchase be 
made on any first day of May or first day of 
November, trom the date of such agreement ; 
(2) In all other cases from a date to be speci- 
fied in the agreement, and not being earlier 
than the gale day immediately preceding the 
date of agreement, and the same shall be pay- 
able by the Land Commission to the vendor.’ ” 
(Lord Castletown). 


* THE LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND said his noble friend had 
said that his object was to obtain 
clearness, and no doubt that was so, 
but he did not know that there was 
any object gained, or any purpose served, 
by the proposal. Sub-section 2 of See- 
tion 35 of the Act of 1896 stated that 
the interest should start from the date 


'of the agreement, and if the parties chose 
| to date their agreement the lst of May 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: I move | 
| would start from that date. 


| 








or the Ist of November the interest 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : But suppose 
the agreement was dated on the Ist of 
July % 


* THE LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND: Then the interest would 
run from that date. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : No; it would 
then come back to May and November. 


* THE JORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND: The date of the agreement 
regulates the first payment. 


Lorp GASTLETOWN pointed out 
that the gale day was the Ist of May. 
Supposing a sale were made on the Ist 
of February, the gale day being the Ist 
of May, the landlord would not be able to 
receive any interest until the Ist of the 
November following, and in that case he 
would be out of his interest for nine 
months. 
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*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR of 
IRELAND: I think that the agreement 
should regulate matters. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 56, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 57. 


Lord CASTLETOWN said that the 
Amendment which was down in his 
name upon the Paper was practically the 
same as that put down by the noble 
Duke to come in after Clause 58. The 
noble Duke’s clause was more ample and 
sohe would not movehis clause, he would 
withdraw it. 


Clause 57 agreed to. 


Clause 58 agreed to. 


THE DukE or DEVONSHIRE said 
that this clause was to provide power to 
ratify exchange of land in certain cases. 
lt was a clause suggested by the Judge 
of the Land Court. 


Amendment moved— 


“After Clause 58 to insert as a new 
clause: ‘(1.) Where, in the course of pro- 
ceedings for the sale under the Landed 
Estates Court (Ireland) Act, 1858, or the 
land Purchase Acts, of an estate it appears 
that the owner or any tenants of holdings on 
the estate are in occupation of purtions of an 
aljoining estate, and that the owner or any 
tenants of holdings on the adjoining estate 
are in occupation of portions of the first- 
wentioned estate, whether such exchange of 
cecupation is the result of an agreement or is 
weasioned by the alteration of the course of a 
ream, or otherwise, the Land Judge or the 
Judicial Commissioner, as the case may be, 
way, if he thinks it expedient, with the consent 
of the owners of the respective estates, make 
an order ratifying the exchange, and the order 
“ta map or plan annexed thereto shall show 
the lands given and taken in exchange 
mpsy. (2.) The lands taken upon any 
such exchange shall be deemed to be freld by 
the same tenure, and shall, without any 
conveyance or other assurance in relation 
thereto, go and enure to and upon the same 
uses and trusts and be subject to the same 
rents, conditions, charges and incumbrances, 
is the land given upon such exchange would 
lave stood limited upon, and been subject to, 
ithe order had not been made ; and the land 
given upon such exchange shall be deemed to 
leheld by the sametenureand shall without any 
‘conveyance or other assurance in relation there- 
\, go and enure to and upon the same uses and 
trusts and be subject to the same rents, condi- 
tions, charges and incumbrances, as the land 
taken upon such exchange would have stood 
limited upon and been subject to if the order 





had not been made. (3.) All rights and remedies 
for recovery of rents payable in respect of either 
portion of the lands so exchanged shall be 
exercisable in respect of and may be pursued 
against the lands given or taken upon such 
exchange as the case may be, in the same 
manner as they might theretofore have been 
exercised or pursued against the lands 
originally liable thereto.””—(The Duke of 
Devonshire. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 59. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 32, line 18, to leave out the word 
‘the,’ and insert the word ‘a.’”—(The Duke 
of Devonshire. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Eart oF DROGHEDA said the 
reason they were desirous of having 
the words he now proposed to move in- 
serted was that a great number of estates 
were held under very old patents, going 
back in some cases as far as Henry VII. 
and earlier, containing clauses for the 
reversion to the Crown in default of male: 
heirs. The chances of there being any 
such reversion were practically groundless, 
yet the Crown persistently maintained 
their right. The cost of the redemption 
of such reversions in the case of impor- 
tant rights sometimes amounted to a con- 
siderable sum—in some cases 1 per cent. 
of the total revenue. These claims were 
now practically surrendered by the Crown, 
but they had been re-asserted by a Board 
called the Commissioners of Woods, 
Forests, and Land Revenue, and they 
could have estates valued and bring these 
claims, and they were privileged to the 
exemption from costs in cases where they 
failed to substantiate their claim, except 
where they were represented by the 
Attorney-General. This exemption from 
costs was objected to in the House of 
Commons, and it was understood that the 
Government had yielded the point, but 
when the Report stage came on it was 
found that no concession had been made,. 
and he therefore asked that it might be 
made now. ‘There were two ways in 
which this concession could be made. 
One was to render the Commissioners of 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenue liable 
to costs when defeated when they were 
represented by their own counsel, and the 
other by providing that they should 
always be represented by the Attorney- 
General. He begged to move. 
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Amendment moved— 


Commissioners of Woods, Forests, and Land 
Revenue are parties to any proceedings in the 
High Court or the Land Commission, the 
Court or Judge shall have power to award 
costs to or against said Commissioners.’ ”—(The 
Earl of Drogheda.) 


{LORDS} 
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| seemed to him that this Amendment was 


“In page 32, after Sub-section (7) to insert as | germane to the matter in hand. However, 
« new sub-section ‘(8) In all cases in which the | he would withdraw it. 


i 
‘ 
' 
| 


| 


} 


Lorp ROBERTSON said it seemed an_ 
anemalous state of things that when the | 
Crown were represented by the Attorney- | 


General they should be liable to costs 
and that when they were represented by 
other counsel they should not be liable. 
A noble Lord said he could not help 
thinking that the Government would find 
that this was very much a matter of form. 
The old rule that the Crown bearsthe costs 
had been entirely done away with. The 
(rovernment could have no desire except 
that the costs should follow the unsuccess- 
ful party, and if they held on to this then 
they said with confidence that the desires 
of the landlords should be satisfied, and 
that there should be no game of hide-and- 
seek amongst the Government officials, 
some of whom were liable and others not. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR oF 
IRELAND _ expressed himself as 
being unable to see what vestige of 
connection there was between this 
Amendment and the Land Purchase 
Act ; it might be that the Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests should not have 
exemption from costs if the Court 
thought they ought to pay them, but 
what it had to do with the question of 
land sale he could not see. It was quite 
true under a special Act of Parliament 
where the Crown was represented by the 
Attorney-General a different rule pre- 
vailed. The practice of the Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests was, he believed, 
that ina proper case they were willing 
to do what was right. He saw what 
the noble Lord sought to remedy, and 
would see if it could be dealt with before 
Report. 


*LorD DUNBOYNE reminded the 
Lord Chancellor that the Land Com- 
missioners would have the distribution of 
the purchase money, and that when it came 
to be said who was to have the money 
the Commissioners of Woods, Forests and 
Land Revenue would have a look in and 


claim in right of the Crown ; therefore, it Commissioner or the Land Judge as the 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 59, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 59, to insert as a new 
clause the words, ‘When any quit rent 
or other perpetual rent payable to the 
Crown or any portion thereof has been for a 
period of not a than twenty years, or is, 
under the provisions of any contract, paid in 
respect of any lands, such rent, or — 
thereof, as the case ony | be, shall be deemed 
to be charged on those lands whether origin- 
ally so charged or not.’ ”—(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 60. 


Amendment moved— 


at page 32, line 36, after the word 
‘balance’ to insert as a new sub-section the 
words, ‘(3) Where in the like case the 
Court is satisfied that the land sold is 
entitled to be indemnified against any claim 
in respect of a superiur interest by other lands, 
and that the other lands are a sufficient security 
therefor, the Court may, upon such terms (if 
any) and in such manner as appears equitable, 
exclusively charge the whole of the superior 
interest upon the other lands. (4) The fore- 
going provisious of this section shall apply 
with the necessary modifications to any supe- 
rior interest or portion thereof affecting the 
land sold, or to the redemption money of such 
interest or portion, as if the same were land 
sold.’”—( The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said the next 
was a very simple Amendment, and car- 
ried out a consequential Amendment 
moved previously by Lord Templetown. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 32, line 39, after the word ‘ Crown’ 
to insert the words ‘Court in this section 
means the Land Judge or the Judicial Com- 
missioner as the case may be.’ ”-—(Lord Castle- 
town.) 


*THE MARQUESSOFLANSDOWNE said 


as at present advised he understood this 
Amendment to be unnecessary. The ex- 
pression, that the Court must be the Land 
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case might be, was absolutely unnecessary,| Lorp CASTLETOWN said the object 
because if the case was one of law it of this Amendment was that where the 
would naturally be settled by the Judicial superior interest was dealt with, the value 
Commissioner, but if it was a question of , of the redemption should be fixed by the 
fact or value then it seemed a pity to Judge, who dealt with it, on such lines 





trouble the Judicial Commissioner. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN thought it. 
would be just as well to use the powers 
of the Judicial Commissioner as much as 
possible. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR oF 
IRELAND: So they are, he is worked to 
death. 


On Question, Amendment disagreed to. 
Clause 60, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 61. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE said 

the Amendment standing in the name of 
the noble Duke was merely a drafting | 
Amendment. The sub-section was not 
necessary, and its retention in the Bill 
would only be misleading. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 33, to leave out Sub-section 3.”— 
(The Marquess of Lansdowne). 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


' of the Bill. 


that the owner of the superior interests 
might have the advantage of finding that, 
on the superior interest so redeemed, he 
would receive roughly the same rate of 
income he had received in the past. 
Noble Lords of England and Scotland did 
not realise what these superior interests 
were, but the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
knew that they were extremely valuable. 
There might be iand to the value of £4 
in the tenancy of a middleman, but out 
of the redemption price of that land the 
landlord would receive a very much less 
sum of money for his £4 than he had 
been receiving out of the land, which 
would be very unfair. Superior interests 
were as good security as Consols or 
better, as they were less variable. Should 
they be redeemed at a less price than 
what the lands of the inferior interests 
were sold at, and the middleman benefits 
by the action and nobody else? This 
Amendment carried out the whole spirit 
The spirit of the Bill of the 
Land Conference, upon which the Bill was 
based, was that the owner of the income 
should receive, as nearly as possible, the 
same income that he was receiving when 
the Bill passed into law. If these 


| superior interests were redeemed at the 


Clause 61, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 62. 


*THe Earn oF DONOUGHMORE 
said that his Amendment to __ this 
clause would come in line 17, in- 
steal of line 19. The Government had | 
consented to alter the words in line 
17 and leave out the words “ therein 
mentioned ” and insert the words “ of the 
superior interests.” He was much obliged 
to the Government, and therefore should 
not move his Amendment on line 19, but 
move to omit the words “therein men- 
tioned” and insert the words “ of a, 
superior interest.” 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 33, line 17, to omit the words 
‘therein mentioned’ in order to insert the 
words ‘of a superior interest.’”—(The Earl of 
Donoughmore.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


low rates they had been, the interests of 
the superior owner would be seriously 
hurt. He would ask the Government to 
agree to this Amendment, which was a 
very fair one, and leave it entirely to the 
Land Judge to decide what the price of 
the redemption should be. Lord Belmore 
had asked him to insert a few words at 
the end of this clause, and after he had 
heard what the Government had said, he 
would ask leave to insert them. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 33, line 19, after the word 
‘be’ to insert the words ‘and in determin- 
ing such price, regard shall be had 
to the rate of interest which might be 
obtained upon such redemption price if the 
same were invested in trustees’ securities.’ ”— 
(Lord Castletown.) 


THE Eart OF BELMORE said that 
before the noble Lord answered he 


would like to say a word as to the 
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position of the owner of superior in- 
terests. He happened to be the owner 
of superior interests, and he also had to 
pay head-rents to other people. It so 
happened in one case that his head-rent 
was so much in excess of what he got 
out of the land that not only would it 
take all the purchase money of that 
piece of land, and the whole of the bonus, 
which he would not object to, but he 
would have to put his hand into his own 
pocket and add to it, if the person to 
whom he paid that head-rent was to get 
tthe same income if it was to be invested 
at 3 per cent., and what would make 
the case more hard was that the gentle- 
man who would receive this money 
would not invest it at 3 per cent., but 
would use it to pay off a mortgage for 
which he was paying 5 per cent. 


should get all the land was worth, but 


no man should pay more money than he. 
was getting, and in addition to that a/| 


sum he did not owe. 


*THoe LORD CHANCELLOR oF, 
there | 
the | 


‘IRELAND said he thought 

was considerable danger from 
point of view of the noble Lord who 
desired to insert the words. It was a 
great responsibility to be called upon to 
fix the value of such a special and pre- 
ferential interest, and therefore it was 
that the tribunal selected was the best 
and highest that could be named. In 
other Acts of Parliament it was left 
to arbitration, and never had they 
got so fair a system as this of the two 
Judges named. If they went and told 
‘them, instead of leaving it as the Bill 
left it, to look to them to see that a fair 
sum was given, that they were to consider 
one element, and only one element, they 


would inevitably imperil their taking a | 


broader view. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that what 
actually happened in fact, was that he had 
a superior interest which was sold, in 
which the Court fixed its value at 25 
per cent. of the purchase price, so that 
those persons who had superior interests 
received just half the value of their 
superior interests. There were cases that 
he could quote where the income from 
superior interests amounted to £5,000 or 
£6,000, and a tremendous diminution 


The Earl of Belmore. 


{LORDS} 


He | 
quite agreed that the head landlord | 
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| immediately arose. He did not think it 

was derogatory to these eminent Judges 
to suggest to them that they should carry 
out the spirit of the Bill, and that the 
men whose superior interests were re- 
deemed should receive as much as they 
received from their superior interests 
before they were redeemed. It was 
the same thing all the way through 
the piece. It had always been, 
“Tf you leave it to the Judges 
it will be all right.” What had they heard 
as to the resumption of the holdings 
They read in the Act of 1881 that these 
holdings should be resumed, but it was 
“leave it to the Judges” and they were 
not resumed. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND : I repudiate ever having said 
anything of the sort. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that was 
so, but that was the result—that was the 
spirit of the Bill, and it was discarded. 
He should not press this Amendment toa 
division, but it did appear to him to bea 
most extraordinary thing, that whenever 
an Amendment was moved to carry out 
the spirit of the Bill, the noble Lord said 
the Government could not agree to it 
because something else might happen. 


On Question, Amendment disagreed to. 
Clause 62, as amended, agreed to. 
| Clause 63. 

*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE said 
this was a drafting Amendment. It was 
of importance that the Land Commission 
should have the power conferred by the 
clause for forcing a sale. 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 33, line 22, to leave out the words 
‘for the non-payment of any sum due to 
them.’ °—(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 63, as amended, agreed to, 

Clause 64 agreed to. 

Clause 65, 

*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE 


said the Amendment in the name of the 
Lord President was necessary in order to 
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provide for a case in which the Land 
Commission consented to a portion of the 
land being sold to the proprietor of another 
holding. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 34, line 6, after the word ‘ deposit’ 
to insert as a new sub-section the words : 
‘(3) Where any land upon which portion 
of a purchase annuity has been arranged 
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by the Land Commission is conveyed to | 


the proprietor of a holding subject to a 


purchase annuity, that holding and the land so | 
conveyedshall bedeemed one holding, and of the | 


said annuity, and portion shall be payable in 
such manner and subject to such conditions as 
may be preseribed.’”—( The Marquess of Lans- 
downe.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE 
hoped that the Government would be able 
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interest, and upon the termination of the 
charge the said capita] sum so invested shall 
revert to the person or persons to whom the 
benefit of the succession would have accrued 
on the death of the annuitant had the estate 
not been sold.’ ”-(Lord Oranmore and Browne.) 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE 
said he had been assured that what the 
noble Lord desired could be done under 
the existing law. 


Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE 
said that Lord Wemyss had said it had 
been done but not legally. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said he had had 


‘two or three of these cases, and in each 
case had had to put the money into 
| settlement. 


to indulge the generous feelings which | 
actuated them by accepting this Amend- | 


ment. 


At present as the Bill stood any | 


superior interests must be redeemed on | 


the sale of an estate. 
Amendment was to enable another course 
to be taken. If a noble Lord had a 
mother aged 60 with a jointure of 
£1,000, as the Bill stood, if the estate 
on which the jointure was charged was 
sold, an annuity would have to be bought 
at the cost, £13,000, and this large sum 
would be for ever lost to the inheritants. 
The sub-clause which he proposed to 
put into the Bill would enable a sum 
of money sufficient to pay the jointure to 
be put aside, and then on the death of 
the tenant the capital sum would revert 
to the property. The case for the Amend- 
ment was much stronger if instead of a 
mother aged 60 it was a young step- 
mother, because in that case a much 
larger sum Would be required to purchase 
the annuity. He hoped the Government 


would be able to see their way to accept | 


this new clause he now begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 34, after line 6, to insert as anew 
sub-section the words: ‘ (3) The powers and 
provisos for the redemption or satisfaction of 
superior interests conferred by Section 31 of 
the Act of 1896 shall be varied and extended 
so as to enable the owner to satisfy a ter- 
minable charge by investing a capital sum 
in investments authorised pursuant to this 
Act, the interest on which will be sufficient 
to pay the charge, and thereupon the balance 
of the purchase-money shall be discharged 
from any lien in respect of such superior 


The object of his | 





On Question, Amendment disagreed to. 
Clause 65, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 66 agreed to. 


Clause 67. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said he had 
two Amendments on this clause 
both dealing with the case of those 
tenants who purchased their holdings. 
He did not intend to press them because 
they were very technical, and it would 
take a long time to explain them. Their 
object was to bring into the system the 
principle to be adopted as soon as a large 
number of tenants had purchased. He 
understood it was proposed to bring ina 
Bill next year to deal with the whole 
question, and under the circumstances 
he should not move either clause. 


Clauses 67 and 68 agreed to. 
Clause 69. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 34, line 42, after the word ‘may’ to 
insert the words ‘onthe application of any person 
interested, or without such application, with 
the consent of the Lord Chancellor, and leave 
out the words ‘such authority, and insert 
the words ‘the Judicial Commissioner if he 
thinks fit. ° ”—(Zhe Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 69, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 70. | On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


| 


Amendment moved— | Clause 82, as amended, agreed to. 


= se 35, line 17, after the word ‘ cent.’ to | : - 
invert he words “per annum. "(The Duke | TH Duxe or DEVONSHIRE: The 
of Devonshire.) | object of the new clause I now propose is 
/to repeal the section which prevented 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. | them spending any money in the congested 

| districts. This is in the interest of all 


Clause 70, as amended, agreed to. | those interested in that part of Ireland. 
Clause 71 agreed to. Amendment moved— 
” “ After Clause 82 to insert as a new clause 
Clause 72. the words: ‘ Section 18 of the Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899, which 
Amendment moved— makes provision with respect to congested 


“In page 33, line 40, after the word ‘ the’ to districts counties, is hereby repealed.’ ”—(The 
insert Pood ‘ trustees of the.’ ”°—(The Duke | Duke of Devonshire). 


of Devonshire.) On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
On Question, Amendment agreedto. | Clause 83 agreed to. 
Clause 72, as amended, agreed to. Clause 84. 
iat Lorp CASTLETOWN said the Amend- 
Clause 73 agreed to. ment put down in his name on the Paper 
m was for the purpose of assisting the 
Clause 74. Civil Bill Court Judge in performing his 


d duties. At the present time, when a case 
Amendment moved— came before the County Court Judge, he 


“ In page 36, line 18, se geo —— could call in to his assistance an 
i t as a new sub-s S$: a 
‘ (2) Sub-section 4 of Section 3 of this Act shall ©Xpert to judge on the value, but the men 


apply in the case of any land in respect of Called in were not generally men of very 
which an advance is made in pursuance of this high calibre, being generally broken down 
section.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) farmers. The object of this clause was to 
, | obtain a man of high calibre. He thought 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. it would facilitate + much the voltae 
_the County Court, and it would un- 
| doubtedly give much more satisfaction and 
- os | knowledge and stability to the suitors in 
Clause 75 agreed to. ‘that Court, because very often now the 
Clause 76 experts brought in to assist the County 
‘ Court Judge were men who touted for 
Amendment moved— | the work, what might be called temporary 
“In page 36, line35, after the word ‘cutting’ M&M, who were often very much biassed 
to insert the words ‘or making.’”—(7he Duke one way or the other, whereas the Lay 
of Devonshire.) | Assistant Commissioner would be a per- 
_manent servant of the Crown and would 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. _ have absolute knowledge of the work he 

| would have to do. He begged to move. 


Clause 74, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 76, as amended, agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 38, line 35, after the second word 
| * Commissioner’ to insert as a new sub-section 
Clause 82. the words: ‘(2) For the pu e of assist- 
ing the County Court Ze udge i. Face 

mining an uestion under the Land Law 
Amendment moved-— | Acts Selena a holding, the Land Com- 
“In page 38, line 2, after the word ‘Board’ to | mission shall assign to each Civil Bill 
insert the words ‘in lieu of the members of the | Court a Lay Assistant Commissioner, who 
Land Commission nominated under Sub-section | shall inspect the holding, sit with, and assist 
1 of Section 34 of the Act of 1891.’”—(The | the County Court Judge as a Lay Assessor.’ 
Duke of Devonshire.) | —(Lord Castletown.) 


Clauses 77 to 81 agreed to. 
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*THE LORD CHANCELLOR orf | they desired was that such appeals as 
IRELAND said he was perfectly sure | were heard should’be heard in a satis- 
his noble friend understood the working | factory manner. The practice up to this 
of these matters in Ireland, but this time had always been that before the 
clause might be appalling on the ground Sub-Commissioners very little evidence 
of expenditure. The County Courts of | was broughtin, because no attention was 
Ireland, Courts for which he had_ the | ever paid to it at all. The objection he 
greatest respect, administered the Land had to this proposal was that it would 
Acts very slenderly. The original assump- | vastly increase the costs, because every- 
tion was that the Act was to be left entirely | body would be afraid of an appeal by the 
in their hands. It was then suggested | other side, and they would bring in 
that the Sub-Commissioners should be the | reams of evidence in case an appeal 





administrators, and that was agreed to | 
by the House of Commons. To add on to | 
each of the County Courts of Ireland a 
Lay Assistant Commissioner woul 
be a vast addition of expenditure which 
would be entirely disproportionate to the | 
result. The County Court Judge had | 
now the opportunity of calling in the | 
Court valuer who, no doubt, was a tem- 
porary man, and there was no doubt it | 
would be better to have a permanent | 
official, but that was the counsel of per- | 
fection. Of course if money were no | 
object, and there was likely to be no 
friction with the Treasury it would be | 
better to have: permanent lay assis- | 
tants, but he thought that the present | 
system worked fairly and reasonably, | 
and in that way it gave no dissatisfac- | 
tion. | 
| 
| 
Lorp CASTLETOWN said he thought | 
the noble Lord was wrong about the 
expenditure, but, of course, if the noble 
Lord wished to fix these rents on a cheap 
and nasty system he could not help it. | 
He would withdraw this Amendment. 


Amendment, by leaveof the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 84 agreed to. 
Clause 85. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 38, line 36, at the beginning of the 
clause to insert the words ‘ subject to the pro- 
— of this Act.’”—(The Duke of Devon- 
shire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN hoped that 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland would 
not think the Amendment he now pro- 
posed to move wasan appalling one. All 
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might be taken by the other party. He 
did not know what the practice was that 
his noble and learned friend proposed to 
substitute by way of appeal, but no evi- 
dence if it be taken was admissible on 
appeal. Theevidence had to be taken in 
the Court below, and there seemed to be 
no provision made in that regard. To 
him it seemed to be inconvenient and 
unfair. He suggested that there should 
be rehearings and no appeals. He 
moved to omit ‘ appeals’ and insert 
“ rehearings.” 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 38, line 38, to leave out word 
‘appeals,’ and insert the words ‘ apply for a 
re-hearing.’” —(Lord Macnaghten.) 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR of 
IRELAND said his noble and learned 
‘friend was not perhaps familiar with 


|the proceedings that went on in the 
|Land Court. His Amendment, though 
not appalling, did contain some 
points which required some considera- 
tion. One of the extreme difficulties in 
the way of the Land Court was the 
number of appeals that were taken. 
There were many thousands of fair-rent 
appeals still outstanding, although the 
Court was sitting very constantly. Owing 
to the drafting of the Land Act of 1881 
it came about that the word “appeal ” 
was used when in the early drafting 
of the Bill it was intended that 
the County Court Judge was to be 
the sole tribunal to hear fair-rent cases. 
When they added on to that the fact 
that Sub-Commissioners should be ap- 
pointed, the word “rehearing ” came in. 
There were now practically two 
systems—the appeal proper from the 
County Court Judge, and the rehearing 
from the Sub-Commissioner. When the 
matter was looked into now for the 
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purpose of recasting it with a view to 
efficiency, it was deemed wise to con- 
sider whether the two systems should be 
kept up, or whether the appeals should 
be kept up or the rehearings, and it 
was decided to keep the appeals. His 
noble and learned friend appeared to be 
more in favour of keeping the system 
of rehearings. To the end of time there 
might be a difference with regard to 
that, but, on the whole, the system of 
appeal had worked as well as any 
system of the kind could, though he did 
not pretend to suggest it was at all perfect. 
It was therefore provided that appeals 
should be heard by the Judicial Commis- 
sioner with the assistance of a lay 
— taken from a carefully prepared 
ist. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said, so far as 
he understood, there was no objection to 
the appointment of a lay assessor, but 
he should be a real assessor; he should 
hear the evidence for himself, inspect 
the farm and make a report to the 
Judicial Commissioner. That seemed to 
fall in with the suggestions his hon. and 
learned friend had made, and would 
make it workable and satisfactory so far 
as he was concerned. 


*THeE LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND said on this particular 
Anendment he had said all he 
desired to say. He assumed that the 
assessor would be available and would 
sit beside the Judge to give the Judge 
all the assistance he required. But they 
had not come to that yet. 


Lord MACNAGHTEN said it was 
almost necessary that the assessor should 
see the property for himself. 


“THE LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND said of course, very often he 
would require to. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN asked, had 
the noble and learned Lord any objec- 
tion to accept his suggestion upon this 
point ? 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND: We have not got to that 
yet. 

The Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 
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Lorp MACNAGHTEN asked what 
was the difference between an appeal 
and a rehearing, 


*Tur LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND said it had been found 
that they had to deal with a par- 
ticular aspect of the question, and in 
administration it had been proved that 
under the rehearing system over and 
over again ardly any evidence had been 
given in the Court below ; that every 
thing had been reserved for the appelate 
Court, which was to the last degree un- 
satisfactory, because when it came to the 
rehearing, it had to be begun ab ovo. 
There were careful provisions in this Bill 
to indicate that, if parties did keep back 
their evidence and did not make their 
case as perfect as possible in the first 
place, there might be a question of costs. 


Lorv MACNAGHTEN said what he 
was afraid of, most of all, was that if his 
noble friend insisted on this provision 
the expenses would be enormously in- 
creased. In many cases what would 
happen would be that there would be a 
good deal of suspicion. When they went 
to the Court each side would be 
suspicious of the other, and each would 
be afraid the other would appeal, and 
they would put in enormous masses of 
evidence which was absolutely un- 
necessary, and thus increase the costs. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE asked whether the 
Sub-Commissioners took any notes at all 
of what took place before them. He 
was under the impression they did not. 
His experience, he said, had been that 
these gentlemen went down and looked 
at a property, and the next thing one 
knew about it was that he got a half- 
penny post-card on which was “landlord 
so and so, tenant so and so, original 
rent so much, new rent so much.”’ That 
was all one knew about it. Ifthere was 
to be any appeal there ought to be some 
note of the judgment below in order to 
enable the Court of Appeal to deal 
thoroughly with the evidence. So far as 
he knew in a case of this kind here, 
they not only had the notes of the 
Judge who heard the case in the Court 
below, but if necessary a note of his 
judgment as well. 
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*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND said so far as he knew in all 
cases of appeal before the Land Com- 
mission for the fixing ofa fair rent a 
very full shorthand note was taken. 


LorpD MAONAGHTEN said he did not 
like to contradict the noble and learned 
Lord, but as a fact no shorthand note 
was ever taken, and if by chance one 
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was taken it was not allowed to be used 
in the Court of Appeal and was of no 
use whatever. 


On Question, ‘‘That the word pro 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 
42 ; Not-Contents, 55. 


Halsbury, E. (Z. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (ZL. President.) 


Norfolk, D. (£. Marshal.) 
Marlborough, D. 

Portland, D. 

Wellington, D. 


Ailesbury, M. 
Lansdowne, M. 
Ripon, M. 


Clarendon,E.(Z.Chamberlain. 

Cawdor, E. 

Denbigh, E. 

Doneaster, E. (D. Buccleuch 
and Queensberry.) 


Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) 


Abingdon, E. 
Bandon, E. 
Belmore, E. 
Dartrey, E. 

de Montalt, E. 
Drogheda, E. 
Rosse, E. 
Westmeath, E. 


Hutchinson, V. (£. Donough- 


wore. ) 


Annaly, L. 

Ardilaun, L. 

Barrymore, L. 

Boyle, L. (EZ. Cork and Orrery.) 
Carysfort, L. (Z. Carysfort.) 
Castlemaine L. 


Words inserted. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said there was a 
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Hardwicke, E. 

Howe, E. 

Lytton, E. 

Morley, E. 

Onslow, E. 

Selborne, E. 

Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) 


Waldegrave, E. [TZeller.] 
Churchill, V. [Tedler 


Powerscourt, V. 


Abinger, L. 

Ashbourne, L. 

Balfour, L, 

Barrymore, L. 

Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Castletown, L. 

Chaworth, L. (E. Meath.) 
Clanwilliam,L.(£.Clanwilliam 
Clements, L. (£. Leitrim.) 
Clonbrock, L. 

Cloneurry, L. 

Colchester, L. 

Crofton, L. 

Davey, L. 

De Freyne, L. 

Deramore, L. 

Digby, L. 

Dunalley, L. 

Dunboyne, L. 

Ellenborough, L. 

Fermanagh, L. (EZ. Erne.) 
Fingall, L. (2. Fingall.) 
Grey de Ruthyp, L. 
Grinstead, L. (Z. Enniskillen.) 
Inchiquin, L. 








Belper, L. 
Dawnay, L. 
Emly, 
Erskine, L. 
Kenyon, L. 
Kintore, L. (Z. Kintore.) 
Lamington, L. 
Lawrence, L. 

Lurgan, L. 

Methuen, L. 

Rosmead, L. 

Stanmore, L. 

Suffield, L. 

Windsor, LL. 

Wolverton, L. 


(V. Downe.) 


Kilmaine, L. 

Langford, L. 

Leconfield, L. 
Macnaghten, L. [Zel/er.] 
Massy, L. 

Monck, L. (V. Monck.) 
Montagu of Beaulieu, L. 
Monteagle of Brandon, L. 
Muskerry, L. 


O'Neill, L. 

Oranmore and Browne, L. 

Ponsonby, (k. Bess- 
borough.) 


Rathdonnell, L. 

Rathmore, L. 

Robertson, L. 

Silchester, L. (£. Longford.) 
Somerhill, L. (4M. Clanricarde.) 
Sudley,L. (Z. Arran.) [ Teller. } 
Ventry, L. 


Amendment in order that the noble Lord 
might move his. 





small Amendment in his name dealing 
with the assessor who was to be the brain 
carrier of the Judge. It asked that the 
assessor should go down and see the 
holding. If he was to know anything of 
the case he should go down and see the 
holding with which he was to deal. 
Lord Macnaghten had an Amendment 
which was, perhaps, a little fuller, 
and therefore he would withdraw his 





Lorp MACNAGHTEN said he would 
move his Amendment to include Lord 
Castletown’s. 


Amendment moved — 


‘In page 39, line 5, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘who shall inspect the holding and 
report thereon to the Judicial Commissioner.’ ” 
—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


M 2 
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*THe LORD CHANCELLOR 
or IRELAND said there was not 
much difference of opinion on this 
point between the noble and learned Lord 
and himself. The noble and Jearned Lord 
held the opinion that such an important 
man as an assessor should know what 
the evidence was by listening and other- 
wise, and it was necessary often to 
see the holding in order to tell the 
Judge its value. He assumed that all 
these topics would be dealt with by rules 
which would provide for all these things. 
He thought it might be a little danger- 
ous to put in words which would indicate 
the exact point of time for the inspec- 
tion, because it might well be that the 
Judge in particular cases might like to 
have an inspection in advance. He 
would much prefer that his noble friend 
would somewhat recast his Amendment 
so that the wording would leave it 
possible for the rules to cover the matter. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN pointed out 
that there was a strong objection to 
‘*‘rules,” but he would be glad to meet 
the views of his noble friend, and there- 
fore he would have no objection to omit 
the word “ after.” 


*Toe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said he had no objection to 
accepting the Amendment at this stage, 
but he must reserve his right to 
criticise it on Report. 


On Question, Amendment, as amen- 
ded, agreed to. 


Amendments moved— 


“In page 39, line 10, after the word ‘ which’ 
to insert the words ‘should have been but.’ ” 

**In line 12, after the word ‘ Commissioner’ 
to insert the words ‘ who hears the appeal.’ ”— 
(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN - said he 
proposed to leave out after the word 
“rehearings” in line 22 all the rest of 
the section. He begged to move. 


Amendment moved-- 


“In page 39, line 22, after the word ‘re- 
hearings’ to leave out the words to the end of 
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*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said there was one difference, 
as he had indicated already, in the 
administration of the Land Acts of 
Ireland with reference to these appeals. 
He did not like to use such expressions 
as blame, but it was extremely incon- 
venient that the parties, instead of making 
their case as perfect as possible in the 
Court of first instance, should either make 
no casé or a very inadequate case and 
thus delay the business in the Court of 
Appeal, when if they had taken the 
trouble to make a case in the lower Court 
they could have had a decision quicker 
and cheaper. Unless there was some 
provision put in to indicate to the parties 
that they might not only incur delay but 
that they might be mulcted in higher 
stamps or costs in this section, no 
doubt it would be unsatisfactory. If the 
words went out it was desirable 
that something should be put in in place 
of them, and if the noble Lord con- 
sented to those words going out on the 
understanding that he reserved his full 
right to consider whether he should put 
in other words on Report, he had no 
objection to the Amendment. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said the noble 
Duke could add what he liked on Report, 
but it would be more satisfactory if those 
words were struck out now, 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 85, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 86 agreed to. 

Clause 87. 


*THE E art or WESTMEATH said 
they had considered this clause very 
carefully and had come to the conclusion 
that it was so very mischievous that 
they could do nothing with it but omit 
it altogether from the Bill. There were 
a great numter of landlords who had 
tenants whose rentals were less than £5 
a year, and they rightly objected to 
such a tribunal as this and no case for 
appeal unless the rent had been varied 
more than 20 percent. It was a distinct 
invitation tothe tribunal to vary the rent 
each time by 19 per cent. until the rent 
was reduced to nothing at all. The only 
ground upon which such a clause could 





line 23.—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


be supported was the ground of economy. 
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But it was false economy to take away 
people’s property in this way. Not one 
member of the Government could 
support the clause and would not desire 
to, and he hoped, unless some satisfactory 
explanation was forthcoming, which 
he did not think was __ possible, 
that their Lordships would support 
his Amendment and get the clause 
taken out of the Bill altogether. He 
moved. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out Clause 87.”—(The 
Westmeath.) 


jarl of 


THe Eart or ARRAN said they all 
hoped, and most of them believed, that 
this Bill was going to work, but nobody 
could be sure that it was going to be an 
operative measure. Therefore he sug- 
gested that no economy should be made 
in the judicial procedure until they saw 
how the Bill would work. It would be 
like a man throwing away his life-belt 
before he knew whether he could swim. 
He hoped the Government would agree 
to the withdrawal of this clause and wait 
two or three years before they sought to 
incorporate it in the Bill, so that they 
might see if the Bill worked. 


THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: This 
clause, which I cannot say I have had 
much opportunity of considering, appears 
to have been introduced mainly with 
the object of economy, which is a very 
desirable object, considering what a very 
large expenditure of public money in 
Ireland the Treasury has sanctioned 
under this Bill. This proposal was 
chiefly dictated by a desire to give effect 
to an undertaking given by the Govern- 
ment of Ireland, that every effort would 
be inade to reduce what appears to be 
the excessive and ever-increasing cost of 
the land laws of Ireland. I am unable, 
however, to say that strong and able 
arguments from the point of view of the 
landlords have not been urged against 
the clause, and I shall not ask the House 
to divide against the Amendment. In 
saying that, however, I must ask noble 
Lords to understand that I cannot, in 
assenting to this course, give an under- 
taking as to what view may be taken of 
such an Amendment as this in the House 
of Commons. I believe it was part of the 
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financial arrangement, and that it was 
agreed to after consultation with the 
Treasury, and I am not in a position to 
say that the representatives of the 
financial interests of the country in the 
other House may be able to give their 
consent to such an important departure 
as the omission of this clause. 


*THE Eart or WESTMEATH said he 
was much obliged to the noble Duke, and 
he hoped he would use his great influ- 
ence with his colleagues in the other 
House to induce them to adopt an 
equally reasonable attitude. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 88. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 40, line 17, after the word ‘ reason’ 
to insert the word ‘solely.’”—(Zhe Duke oj 
Devonshire. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 


Amendment moved— 


“ In page 40, line 19, to leave out the word 
a, > and insert the words ‘in the 
absence of other provisions.’ ”—(Zhe Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 40, line 21, after the word ‘ apply’ 
to inse.t the words ‘as from the commencement 
of this Act.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that after 
the debate which took place last night 
with reference to Trinity C_llege, Dublin, 
and the very eloquent and able appeal 
made by his noble friend Lord Rathmore, 
he did not wish to press the matter 
farther, but would ask the noble Duke 
in charge of the Bill whether he could 
not discuss with Mr. Wyndham the 
point that was raised on this question 
in the other place by Mr. Healy. Mr. 
Healy dealt with the matter in an able 
and instructive fashion, and in the reply 
of the Chief Secretary it was suggested 
that a Commission might be appointed 
during the next year or two to deal with 
this very crucial point. Could not the 
noble Duke consult the Chief Secretary 
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and obtain the appointment of a Com- 
mission soon? lt would free Trinity 
College from the trammels it unwittingly 
entered into by which 10,000 or 12,000 
tenants were debarred from sale, and it 
would enable the tenants to exercise 
their rights under the Bill fairly and 
squarely. He thought this would be the 
best solution of the difficulty. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 40, line 24, after the word ‘afore- 
said’ to insert asa new sub-section :—* Any 
tenant holding land under a lease or grant 
made in pursuance of the provisions of the 
Church Temporalities Acts or the Trinity 
College Leasing Powers Acts reserving a 
variable rent calculable as aforesaid may, if 
such rent exceeds one half the annual rateable 
value of such land, apply to the Land Com- 
mission in the prescribed manner to have the 
rent payable under such lease or grant varied 
in the same manner as is provided by the said 
Act of 63 & 64 Vict, c. 58, in respect of tithe 
rent-charge, and thereupon the Land Com- 
mission shall, after giving such notice as may 
be prescribed to the owners of such rents, 
determine the said rent in the same manner as 
if the said rent were tithe rent-charge, and the 
provisions of the said Act will apply with the 
necessary modifications.’ > (Lond Castletown.) 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE said he 
would consult the Chief Secretary, but 
it did not appear to him that it was a 
matter that could be dealt with 
immediately. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 88, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 89 agreed to. 
Clause 90. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 40, line 30, after the words 
£1881’ to insert the words ‘or under that 
section.’ "—(Z7he Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart of DONOUGHMORE pro- 
posed an Amendment providing that 
rules under Section 50 of the Act of 
1881 should be made by a majority of 
the Land Commissioners, which majority 
shoud include the Judicial Commissioner. 
His object was t: secure that the Judicial 
Commissioner should be a member of 
the majority in the case of a division on 
the rules. 


Lord Castletown. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 40, line 31, after the word ‘days’ 
to insert the words ‘ all such rules shall be made 
by a majority of the Land Commissioners, 
which majority shall include tke Judicial 
Commissioner.’ ”—{7he Earl of Donoughmore.) 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE said 
he was under the impression that this 
question had been disposed of in a 
former Amendment. 


THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
They are different rules. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said that the rules’ were 
different, but he understood that 
when they were dealing with the 
previous rules the Amendment was not 
insisted upon. It might make a variety 
if there were provisions in this clause 
different from those in a previous part 
of the Bill. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 90, as amended, agreed to. 


Lorp EMLY said he understood that 
this Bill was a genuine attempt to settle 
the Irish land question according to the 
wishes of the Irish people. Labourers 
and artisans formed a large portion of the 
Irish people, but they were absolutely 
excluded from any benefits under this 
Bill. He failed to see why the same 
facilities should not be afforded to them 
for the purchase of their cottages and 
their plots as was contemplated to be 
afforded to the farmers. He appealed to 
noble Lords who were owners of property 
in Ireland whether at a later period the 
support of the Irish labour party in 
Ireland might not be a thing to be desired. 
Undoubtedly the labourers and artisans 
felt it exceedingly hard that they had 
been excluded from all benefits under the 
Bill. If they were not included in the 
Act he, for one, believed that the land 
agitation that was now disappearing would 
be followed by a labour agitation of a far 
worse and more far-reaching character. 
He begged to move an Amendment 
which would give the labourers and 
artisans the benefits conferred by the 
Bill. 
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Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 90, to insert as a new clause the 
words ‘ The mules of any cottage now or here- 
after to be erected under the Labuurers (Ireland) 
Acts, 1883 to 1896, shall be entitled to purchase 
his homestead on such terms as the Local 
Government Board shall approve, not being 
a larger sum than the said cottage cost to the 
District Council, and the Land Commission 
may advance to such occupier the entire pur- 
chase money on the same terms as this Act 
provides for agricultural holdings.”—(Lord 
Emly.) 


*THE Eart or BELMOR rose to 
point out the inconvenience that 
would arise if the Amendment were 
inserted in the Bill. He appreciated 
the benevolent motives of the noble Lord 
who brought forward the Amendment 
but he did not think it would work well 
if it were carried into effect. The noble 
Lord lived ina part of Ireland where 
there were a great many labourers’ 
cottages, built under the Act of 1883 and 
the subsequent Acts, and the noble Lord 
probably knew more about the matter 
than he did, through having come into 
contact, in a private capacity with the 
subject. In his (the Earl of Belmore’s) 
part of Ireland, and in all the North of 
Ireland, labourers’ cottages had been very 
sparingly built under the Act, and inthe 
Union in which he lived, and of which 
he was chairman of the board of 
guardians for a good many years, after 
the Act of 1883 was passed not a single 
cottage had been built. He therefore did 
not know much about that subject in his 
private capacity, but he knew a great 
deal about itin his official capacity because 
it had often been his lot to sit with the 
Lord Chancellor for Ireland in the Irish 
Privy Council in appeals on this question. 
He knew the immense amount of feeling 
that was evoked when an attempt was 
made to put a cottage on to a man to 
spite him, and he also knew that very 
often the applications appeared to the 
Privy Council to be quite unreasonable. 
The initiative in this matter was taken 
by a representation, signed by a number 
of persons who might be labourers or any- 
body else, asking the board of guardians 
or the Local Government Board to build 
one or more cottages in a union. The 
object of the Act was not to provide a 
house for “A ” or “ B,” or any particular 
labourer so that they could live there for 
the rest of their lives, but to provide for 
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the labour wants of the district or to 
provide for a sufficient number of 
labourers in a particular district. What 
would happen if this Amendment were 
accepted ? A man who happened for the 
moment to be in the occupation of one of 
these cottages built under the Acts, would 
be entitled to get an advance under this 
Bill to buy that cottage, which would 
then become his own property, and in 
which he would be able to reside for all 
time. When he first acquired his cottage 
he might be a suitable person for the district 
and the particular farmer who employed 
him, but he might take to drunken 
habits and become useless as a labourer, 
spend half his time in bed getting over the 
results of a debauch. It might also happen 
that a respectable man might get tired of 
being a labourer, gather a little money 
and set up a shop. In these cases tiie 
man would be useless for the cottage and 
would be keeping somebody else out of 
it. That was a practical objection, and 
he hoped that their Lordships would not 
agree to the Amendment. It would also 
be a pity if this clause were put into the 
Bill instead of being embodied in a 
separate Bill. So far as he knew, the 
questions of labourers had been dealt 
with under a_ separate series of 
Acts which formed a sort of code 
in themselves, and the suggested clause 
would be embodied in a Bill and added 
to them and considered on its merits ; 
it was undesirable to mix up those 
questions with the Bill before them, 
which was primarily intended to deal 
with land purchase. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
agreed that the question could be dealt 
with better under a separate Bill. They 
knew that in another place the Govern- 
ment had stated that they would see if 
they could not deal with it during the 
next session of Parliament. But as the 
question had arisen in this shape he 
should like to express his approval of the 
principle of the clause moved by his noble 
friend, as hethought the existing system 
was not at all satisfactory, as many 
Lords from the South of Ireland, where 
most of the cottages were built, must have 
realised. It would be better if the 
labourers became holders of cottages 
instead of tenants of a board of guardians, 
for the latter was not a suitable body for 
landlords, because there were many 
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difficulties in the way, as regarded repairs 
for instance. It would be better for the 
labourers and better for the community 
if labourers were put into a position of 





independence. Without associating him- | ®? 


self altogether with the exact terms of the 
elause he wished to express his approval 
of its principle. 


THE Duke OF DEVONSHIRE said he 
did not think it would be competent for 
the House to insert the Amendment in 
the present Bill, but turning from a point 
of form to one of substance, he under- 
stood that the question was raised over 
and over again in the Committee stage in 
the other House, where it was decided 
that it was not a subject that could 
properly be dealt with inthe present Bill. 
In reference to the subject of labourers he 
understood that a pledge was given by 
the Chief Secretary that he would look 
into the whole matter at his earliest 
leisure with a view of introducing a Bill 
in another session. It was, however, 
impossible to include any legislation on 
— of labourers in the present 


Amendment, by} leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 91. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 40, line 38, to leave out the words 
‘the representation, and insert the words ‘ any 
representation under the Labourers (Ireland) 
Acts, 1883 to 1896, affecting him.’ ”—(7he Duke 
of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


LorpD EMLY moved an Amendment 
which he said would apply the Act to any 


artisan wholly or mainly employed by the | 


agricultural population. In the speech 
delivered by Mr. Wyndham when he was 
the guest of the Manchester Conservative 
Club, he said that Ireland was a country 
mainly agricultural, deprived of mineral 
wealth and without the alternative open 
to the rural dwellers in England. He 
(Lord Emly) wished to point out that 
no less than 3,000 artisans emigrated 
last year. These statistics bore out the 


remarks made by Mr. Wyndham. On 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon. 
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the other hand, Mr. Wyndham went on 
to say that— 

“It was to our interest that Ireland should 
be prolific and satisfied. It must be the desire 

hope of every true Imperialist that she 

should the a bridge instead of as now a 
chasm between ourselves and Canada.” 
To those 3,000 artisans who left Ireland 
in 1902 must be added 35,000 emigrants, 
pout of which 33,000 were agricultural 
labourers. In these circumstances he 
shouldlike toknow from Mr. Wyndham, at 
some other time, how he expected Ireland 
to be prolific or satisfied. What was the 
bridge of which Mr. Wyndham spoke? 
He could get no answer to that question. 
What was the bridge made of ? Were 
the girders the 40,000 human beings 
who left Ireland in 1902. To his mind 
the only way of dealing with this ques- 
tion was to deal very liberally with the 
artisans, labourers, and the labour 
population by extending to the fullest 
degree the operation of the Labourers 
Acts. The Irish artisans had not even 
the same facilities as were afforded to 
the English artisans, and were at a great 
disadvantage compared with them. He 
would not detain the House further in 
consequence of the remarks made by 
the noble Duke, who had practically 
pledged the Government to look into 
the administration of the!Labourers Acts, 
presumably at a very early date. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 40, line 39, after the word ‘day’ 
to insert the words ‘or any artisan wholly or 
mainly employed by the agricultural popula- 
tion in the district.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 








Clause 91, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 92. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 41, line 6, after the werd ‘repre- 
sentation, to insert the words ‘and should 
they propose to make any alteration in the 
said scheme, they must state in writing the 
reason or reasons for such alteration, and sub- 
mit this reason or those reasons so stated in 
writing to the Local Government Board, for 
the sanction, amendment, or rejection of such 
alteration by the Local Government Board.’ ”— 
(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 
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Clause 92 agreed to. 


Clause 93. 


Lorp EMLY proposed an Amendment 
to Clause 93, e 41, lines 10 and 11, 
instead of “‘a Court of summary juris- 
diction,” to insert ‘“‘ the County Court 
Judge.” The labourers, he said, had no 
confidence whatever in the ordinary 
Court of summary jurisdiction, which 
was generally composed of two or three 
big farmers in the district, and to imagine 
that they would do justice to the 
labourers was to imagine the millennium. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, lines 10 and 11, to leave 
out the words ‘a Court of summary jurisdic- 
tion’ and insert the words ‘ the County Court 
Judge.’ ”—(Lord Emly.) 


*Toe Ear or DONOUGHMORE said 

the noble Lord had moved the Amend- 
ment on the ground that the labourers 
would not have confidence in the Court 
of summary jurisdiction, of which the 
Irish landlords were all members. He 
(the Earl of Donoughmore), as a land- 
lord, objected to the Court of summary 
jurisdiction, on the ground that a great 
many of the labourers were members of 
it, and sat on the bench, so that both 
he and the noble Lord agreed that the 
Court of summary jurisdiction was a bad 
one for these purposes. 


Lorp EMLY said he did not think 
the noble Lord quite understood his 
point. He objected to the Court of sum- 
mary jurisdiction not because the noble 
Lords opposite or the landlords were 
members of that Court, but because on 
those Courts they found certain farmers 
—big farmers—who naturally and in- 
stinctively would take part against the 
labour population. 


*THE Ear, of DONOUGHMORE said 
he was even still more in agreement 
with the noble Lord than he thought 
he was. The point they had to urge was 
that under the Petty Sessions Act, they 
had no right of appeal unless the decision 
gave the labourer as much as_ one 
sovereign compensation. If the Court 
decided that the compensation was only a 
matter of shillings they would have no 
right of appeal, and they would have to 


{7 Aueust 1903} 





Land Bill. 546 
pay the costs. Look at the way the 
clause worked. A labourer applied for a 
cottage and put in his representation 
paper in the ordinary way. If he was 
dismissed for any crime or fault he had a 
right within twelve months to drag his 
employer into Court claiming that he had 
been disinissed because he signed a re- 
presentation paper, and it would be a 
very difficult thing to prove that such 
was not the case. He shuddered at the 
thought of the hard swearing there 
would be on both sides when such a case 
came up. He (the Earl of Donoughmore) 
might explain to noble Lords who were 
not familiar with the working of the 
clause that when a man made an applica- 
tion he had to get six others to back him 
up. Even if a man backed up a friend 
it gave him a /ocus under this clause, 
and if he was dismissed within twelve 
months for any fault he could drag his 
employer into Court and claim that he 
had been dismissed because he backed up 
a friend who, perhaps, lived miles away. 
The employer had no right of appeal, and 
would therefore have to pay all the costs if 
the compensation awarded was less than a 
sovereign. He contended that this would 
work unfairly to all classes, and he hoped 
that the Government would see their way 
to let the parties go to the County Court, 
a Court with which all parties were likely 
to be satisfied. If the Government did 
that Members would be the first to admit, 
after a few months working, that the 
change had been of benefit. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN said that he had 
an Amendment down on the Paper to omit 
the whole clause, which he should have to 
press unless the present Amendment were 
accepted. If the Court was changed as 
proposed it would alter his views as to 
the harm the clause would do. As had 
been pointed out, the present procedure 
was that when any labourer who was in 
receipt of less than 2s. 6d. a day applied 
for a cottage, he had to get his applica- 
tion signed by twelve men. Under the 
new Bill it was proposed to reduce the 
number to six. If aman made an appli- 
cation or concurred in making an applica- 
tion, and within twelve months afterwards 
was dismissed, he could apply to the 
Court for compensation, alleging that he 
had been dismissed because he had 
applied or concurred in an application for 
a cottage. He (Lord Inchiquin) might 
mention cases on his own estate. Only a 
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short time ago no less than twenty-nine 
applications were made, fifteen for new 
cottages and fourteen for the extra half 
acre. Each of those applications would 
require under the new Bill six signatures, 
but under the old Bill it was twelve, so 
that in this instance no less than 203 
persons would come under this clause, and 
that number practically represented the 
whole of the labour for the district. The 
consequence would be that if any of 
those labourers had to be dismissed from 
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resentment at his having made such an 
application, he had the money in his 
pocket. That seemed to him to be ab- 
solutely monstrous. What the noble Lord 
opposite (Lord Emly) had said was to a 
certain extent plausible, but he (Lord 
Robertson) objected to all these tinkering 
Amendments. The proper plan would be 
to withdraw them, and to move the 
rejection of the clause. They were now 
entering a region where one could hardly 
lift a finger without being liable in 
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their employment the: would be able! damages. The question which was to he 
to take the employers into Court and/|submitted to the tribunal was the 
claim three months wages. It was also| very obscure and difficult one of the 
proposed that instead of three months | motive which actuated the landlord in 
wages the labourer should be entitled to | dismissing a labourer. Social life would 
six months wages. Three months | be intolerable if a Court of law were 
wages represented £9 15s., and _ six | called upon to make a scrutiny into the 
months wages would mean £19 10s. | motives of an employer. They were now 
That was a grossly unfair thing, and it | trenching upon the rights of private life in 
was impossible for a landlord to go into all the three kingdoms, and he objected 
Court and prove that he had not dis-| most strongly to assenting to a clause of 
missed the man because he applied for | this’ kind, or to acknowledging procedure 
a cottage, unless the offence were a grave upon clauses of this kind, where the basis 
one, and the ground of dismissal | of liability was whether the breach 
was that the man was of drunken | was purely imaginary. 

habits, that he came late every day, | 

or that he had refused to carry | Tue DuKE or DEVONSHIRE admitted 
out orders, all comparatively small things | that the appearance of this clause was 
which were very difficult to prove before | somewhat strange to those of their Lord- 
any Court,and more especially before a | ships who might not be aquainted with the 
Court of summary jurisdiction, which | circumstances which called itinto existence, 
meant a petty sessional Court. He did not | but he might inform them that the reason 
wish to impute wrong motives to those | why the clause was introduced was that 





Courts, but he had no confidence in them. | in certain parts of Ireland, he did not 


He asked their Lordships to accept the | 
Amendment, which would substitute the | 
County Court Judge for the petty sessicnal | 
Court, and if the Amendment were carried 
it would remove most of his objections to 
the clause. 


Lorp ROBERTSON considered this 
was a very serious question. It was 
entirely a new ground of liability for 
damages, which seemed to him, if it were 
applicable to Ireland, to be equally 
applicable to the rest of the United King- 
dom. It appeared that the situation was 
this: that in order to procure a claim to 
three months wages, all a labourer had 
to do was to present an application under 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 
1896, and then, supposing that he was 





the most drunken or incompetent servant 


going, if he were dismissed, and could | 


believe in the South or West at all, but to 
a large extent in the North, the Labour. 
ers (Ireland) Acts had been rendered 
completely nugatory by the action of 
district councils and the tenant farmers. 
In a great many districts the practice 
had arisen of intimidating labourers from 
making use of their rights under the 
Labourers Dwellings Act by threatening 
them with dismissal, or by actually dismiss- 
ing them. That was the reason why this 
clause was introduced into the Bill 
in the other House, and it appeared to 
have commended itself, and to have been 
supported by arguments which convinced 
the other House that such a provision was 
necessary. Not being aware of the his- 
tory of the clause to a greater extent than 
he had explained, he must leave the 
clause to their Lordships. He concurred 
entirely in the view that it would be 
better to abstain from any Amendments 


persuade a friendly tribunal that the ulti- | such as had been ene by the noble 
mate motive of his employer was 


Lord Inchiquin. 


Lord opposite [Lord Emly], and that their 
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Lordships should decide whether the clause 
should remain in the Bill as a whole. 


THE EakL or CAMPERDOWN: It 
would be interesting indeed if the noble 
Duke says he does not know—— 


THE DukE or DEVONSHIRE: I told 
the House what I knew of the history of 
the clause. If the noble Earl did not 
hear me—— 


THE Earn oF CAMPERDOWN: I 
listened most carefully. 


THE DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: It was 
introduced by reason of the working of 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts having been 
rendered entirely inoperative by the action 
of district councils and farmers. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN said 
he wished to inquire by whom the clause 
was introduced. Was it introduced by 
the Government and was it an original 
clause in the Bill? The noble Duke had 
told them he only knew the history of 
the clause so far as he stated it, and of 
course to that they listened very carefully 
and knew exactly what he said. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
understand it was an original clause. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said he came 
from the North of Ireland and what the 
noble Duke had told them as to what 
went on in that part of the country was 
entirely new to him, and he knew of 
nothing of the kind. 


Lord MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
believed that there was a good deal of 
that sort of thing going on in the South 
of Ireland. He thought the labourers 
required some protection, and that the 
County Court would be the better tribunal 
in the matter. 


Tue Eart or MEATH said that so far 
as Leinster was concerned he had not 
heard of any intimidation of labourers, 
but he had heard of it with regard to the 
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farmers and tenants. In his county the 
labourers were generally the majority of 
those who signed these papers. He sin- 
cerely hoped that the clause would be 
dropped, because it was one of the most 
dangerous clauses ever introduced into 
an Act of Parliament, and he foresaw 
great difficulties if it was introduced into 
an Irish Land Bill. 


THE DuKE oF ABERCORN contended 
that labourers were treated extremely 
well by district councils, and it was 
hardly possible to see a hill or a valley 
on which there were no labourers’ cot- 
tages rising. 


*THeE Ear oF WESTMEATH con- 
sidered that the Labourers Acts repre- 
sented some of the most absurd and 
ridiculous legislation that stood upon the 
Statute-book. He hoped that none of 
these tinkering amendments would be 
accepted and that the clause would be 
dropped altogether. 


Lorp EMLY said he thought he had 
shown why the labourers were more or 
less intimidated when seeking cottages. 
All he could say was that he spoke with 


kconsiderable knowledge of the subject of 


labourers, and that in his own county and 
also in the South of Ireland —and he said 
this emphatically because he had seen it 
—men were not only intimidated, but 
grossly intimidated, and they dare not 
apply for cottages. If some of them 
were plucky enough to do so they imme- 
diately lost their employment, and conse- 
quently some of them were compelled to 
go to the workhouse. He certainly 
pressed his Amendment. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
think it would be better to decide on the 
matter as a whole. I certainly oppose 
the Amendment. 


On Question that the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the clause, 
their Lordships divided :—Contents, 48 ; 
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Rossmore, L. 

Sandhurst, L. 

Sherborne, L. 

Silchester, L. (EZ. Longford.) 
Stanmore, L. 

Sudley, L. (Z. Arran.) 
Tweedmouth, L. 


Ventry, L. 


Worlingham, L. (2. Gosford.) 


Orrery.) ‘ Kilmaine, L. 


Words inserted. 


Lorp EMLY proposed to insert in line 
11, after the word “compensation” the 
words “against his employer,” because, as 
the clause read at present, it did not 
exactly state against whom the compensa- 
tion was to be recoverable. 


Amendment moved— 


_ In page 41, line 11, after the word ‘com- 
pensation ’ to insert the words ‘ against his 
employer.’ ”—(Lord Emly.) 


THE EArt or CAMPERDOWN : Does 
it follow that it was the employer who 
did anything to the labourer 4 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE was 
informed that the words were unneces- 
sary, as compensation could only be given 
against the employer. Considering that 
they were going to take a division upon 
the whole clause he thought the best 





thing would be to accept the clause, as 
amended. 


THe Eart of CAMPERDOWN said 
that they did not know that they were 
certain to reject the clause. He hoped 
they would do so, but supposing they did 
not, surely it would be better to have the 
clause in a good form than a bad one. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 13, to leave out the word 
‘Court’ and insert the words ‘ County Court 
Judge.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 14, to leave out the word 
* Court’ and insert the words ‘County Court 
Judge shall.’ ”—(Lord Enily.) 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorpd EMLY moved an Amendment 
providing that the labourer should be 
entitled to six, instead of three months’ 
wages as compensation, and that the 
costs of the proceedings against the 
employer and the notice and order there- 
on should be free of stamp duty. If an 
employer were found guilty, undoubtedly 
six months wages was not too severe a 
sentence, because the labourer was a poor 
man, and in some cases had absolutely 
nothing. He would then be brought with 
his family to the door of the workhouse. 
In these cireumstances he did not think 
that six months’ wages were exorbitant. 
The reason why he proposed that the 
proceedings should be free from all stamp 
duty was that the man was so poor that 
he desired to make the costs of proceed- 
ings in the County Court as small as 
possible. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 41, line 15, to leave out the word 
‘three’ and insert the word ‘six,’ and after 
the word ‘ wages, insert the words ‘and costs 
of proceedings against his employer, and the 
notice and order thereon shall be free of stamp 
duty.”?”—(Lord Emly.) 


*THE EArt OF CREWE appealed to the 
noble Lord not to press his Amendment 
if he desired to carry the clause as 
amended as a whole. He felt that the 
noble Lord would not be acting with 
great judgment if he attempted to press 
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Land Bill. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com 
mittee, withdrawn. 


354 


Lorp INCHIQUIN moved to leave out 
Clause 93. He need not go through the 
arguments against it, because he objected 
to it in toto, even with the Amendments 
which had been made. It was a most 
unjust thing that such powers should 
be given to an immense number of 
people. In his own particular case 
the clause might have the effect of 
rendering no less than 203 persons 
practically exempt from dismissal — 
a most unjust thi::g—unless the cause 
had been a very grave one. It was 
impossible to prove that a man was not 
dismissed because he had applied for 
a cottage. There might be a great many 
cases where the reasons were very good 
but they would not carry weight in any 
Court. He therefore moved the rejection. 
of the clause. 


Amendment moved— 


**To leave out Clause 93.”—(Lord Inchi- 
quin.) 


Lorp CASTLETOWN hoped that the 
Amendment would not be pressed as it 
was one of those clauses which had better 
be left in the Bill. 


On Question that Clause 93, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 44; Not-Contents, 


the Amendment on the House. 68. 
CONTENTS. 
Halsbury, E. (ZL. Chancellor.) | Grey, E. Kintore, E. (2. Kintore.)\ 
Devonshire, D. (. President.) | Hardwicke, E Lawrence, L 
owe, E Lurgan, L. 
Marlborough, D. Lytton, E. Monk Bretton, L. 


Onslow, E. 
Selborne, E. 
Vane, E. 
Waldegrave, E. 
Churchill, V. [ 


Ashbourne, L, 
Balfour, L. 


Portland, D. 
Wellington, D. 


Ailesbury, M. 

Lansdowne, M. 

Ripon, M. 

Clarendon, E. (Z. Chamber} 


lain.) 


Belper, L. 
Abingdon, E. Castletown, L. 
Crewe, E. Davey, L. 
Denbigh, E. Emly, L. 


Erskine, L. 
Kenyon, L. 


Doncaster, E. (D. Buccleuch 
and Queensberry.) 





NOT-CONTENTS. 


Norfolk, D. (2£. Marshal.) Bandon, E. 

Northumberland, D. Belmore, E. 
Camperdown, E. 

Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) | Cawdor, E. 


(M. Londonderry.) 


Montayu of Beaulieu, L. 
Monteagle of Brandon, L. 
Mount Stephen, L.} 
Ribblesdale, L, 

Rosmead, L. 

Sandhurst, L. 

Suffield, L. 

Tweedmouth, L. 

Windsor, L. 

Wolverton, L 


[ Teller. ] 
Teller. | 


Dartrey, E. 
de Montalt, E 
Drogheda, E.; 
Morley, E. 
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Rosse, E. Clements, L. (£. Leitrim. Kilmaine, L. 
Waldegrave, E. [Tedler.] Clonbrock, L. ies pe L. 
Westmeath, E. yee ws L. Leconfield, L. 

‘olchester, L. M h . 
Charchill, V_ [Teller.] Crofton, L Sosa a . 
Hutchinson, V. (£. Donough- | Dawnay, L. (V. Downe.) Methuen, L. 

more. ) De Freyne, L. Monck, L. 


Powerscourt, V. 
‘Templeton, V. Deramore, L. 
Digby, L. 
Dunalley, L. 
Dunboyne, L. 


Annaly, L. 

Ardilaun, L. 

Barrymore, L. 

Belhaven and Stenton, L. 
Boyle, L. (Z. Corkand Orrery. ) 
Carysfort, L. (£. Carysfort.) 
‘Castlemaine, L. 

Chaworth, L. (£. Meath.) 
‘Cheylesmore, 


Estcourt, L. 
Fermanagh, L. 
Fingall, L. 
Forester, L. 





Clanwilliam, L. (2. Clan- | Kenry, L. 
william.) Mount-Earl. 
Clause 94. 

Lorp EMLY said he had several 


Amendments to propose on Clause 94, but 
he wished to withdraw them in conse- 
quence of the promise of the noble Duke 
that the Labourers Acts would be con- 
sidered at no remote date. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 19, after the word ‘shall,’ to 
insert the words ‘hold a public and sworn 
inquiry, of which fourteen clear days’ notice 
shall have been previously conspicuously given 
by means of notices posted on the police 
barrack and post office nearest to the said 
estate.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 21, after the word ‘ therefor,’ 
to insert the words ‘ accommodation shall not 
be deemed sufficient unless there be a cottage 
and an acre plot to every fifty acres of such 
estate, and such cottages may be placed, and 
such acres selected on holdings not abutting on 
a public highway. and the Land Commission 
shall have power to make such provision for a 
right of way to such cottages as they may 
deem reasonable.’ ”—(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 23, to leave out from 
the word ‘Ireland’ to the word ‘under’ 
in line 25 and insert the words ‘and shall be 
deemed a scheme formulated by the council of 
the rural district in which the land comprised 
in the scheme is situate.’”—(Lord Emly.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


De L’Isle and Dudley, L. 


Ellenborough, L. 


(EZ. Fingall.) 


Grey de Ruthyn. L. 
Grinstead, L. (EZ. Enniskillen.) 
(E£. Dunraven and 


(V. Monek:.) 
Muskerry, L. 

Oranmore and Browne, L. 
Ponsonby, L. (£. Bessborough) 
Rathdonnell, L. p 
Rathmore, L. 
Robertson, L. 
Rossmore, L. 
Sherborne, L. 
Silchester, L. 
Stalbridge, L. 
Stanmore, L. 
Ventry, L. 
Worlingham, L. (£. Gosford.) 


(EZ. Erne ) 
(E. Longford.) 





) 
Clause 94 agreed to. 
Clause 95. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 41, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘must either be’ and insert the werds ‘is 
either.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
«i page 41, line 31, to leave out the word 


‘be’ and insert the word ‘is.’”—(The Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 


Clause 95, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 96. 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE pro 
posed an Amendment to Clause 96, which 
he said was to secure that the rules under 
the general provisions of the Land 
Purchase Acts should be made by a 
majority of the Land Commission 
of which the Judicial Commissioner 
should be one. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 42, line 6, to leave out from the 
word ‘Commission’ to the end of the paragraph, 
and insert the words ‘in the manzer direct- 
ed by Sub-section 6 of Section 29 of the 
the Act of 1891. The expression ‘‘ demesne” 
includes anv mansion house or other buildings 
thereon: The expression ‘‘ vesting order” 
includes fiat.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 42, line 34, after the word ‘ Act’to 
insert the words ‘ or enactment,’ and after the 


; word — 
| ing.’ "—( The Duke 





of Devonshire.) 


to insert the word ‘apply- . 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to 
Clause 96, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 97. 


Tue Eart oF DONOUGHMORE 
moved an Amendment to Clause 97, the 
object of which he said was to secure to 
the tenant any sporting rights of which 
he was not at present in possession. The 
clause provided that “nothing in this 
Act shall affect (a) Any sporting rights, 
mineral rights, or water rights which are 
not in the possession or enjoyment of the 
vendor at the time of sale.” As he 
explained last night, there were a certain 
number of cases—not many, but still a 
few—in which judicial rents had never 
been fixed, and in which under some old 
laws the tenant was in the enjoyment of 
sporting rights. It was quite fair that 
the tenant should not lose his rights. He 
should like to inquire of the Government 
what was meant by the word “vendor” 
appearing in the clause. If trustees were 
selling the estate, of course they would not 
bein possession of the sporting rights, 
asthe owner for the time being under 
the Crown would be in possession of those 
rights. They would not bind a Judge, 
but he hoped that the word “ vendor” 
would be taken to include the owner, 
although he did not think it would. It 
would be better to have some definition 
inthe clause. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 43, line 3, after the word ‘ vendor,’ 
toinsert the words ‘or tenant.’”—(The Earl 
of Donoughmore.) 


*THeE Marquess or LANSDOWNE 
said the Government were advised that the 
tenants’ sporting rights were sufficiently 
dealt with under Clauses 13 and 16. 
With regard to the second Amendment 
proposed by the noble Earl, he believed he 
was right in saying that any rights which 
were under the existing law or under 
any other dispositions were already 
er from theoperation of the Billand 
would remain permanently exempted. 


*THE EARL OF DONOUGHMORE said 


| fthat was the opinion of the Govern- 


ment he did not wish to press the matter, 
but he should like to press for an answer 
to the Question regarding the meaning of 
the word “vendor,” as it was most 
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important. Under any settlement it 
might happen that the trustees would sell 
onl be the vendors, but many would not 
be in the possession of any sporting rights. 
The person who held under the settlement 
would be in enjoyment cf the sporting 
rights, but he would not be the vendor. 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I 
cannot give a definition on a_ legal 
expression. 


*THe EarL or DONOUGHMORE: 
Perhaps the noble Duke will deal with 
the point between now and the Report 
stage. 


THe DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: It 
has to do with sporting rights. 


*THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE: It 
is a complementary clause. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: There 
is a new clause which will appear in the 
Bill on Report dealing with sporting 
rights. I think it is intended that the 
clause shall be reconsidered on Report, 
and the noble Lords will see whether it 
meets with their views. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 43, line 4, after the word ‘ sale,’ to 
insert the words ‘ Provided that the foregoing 
provisions of this Act shall apply to any aan 
rights upon the termination of any outstand- 
ing estate or interest therein, in the same 
manner as if such rights had heen in the 
possession or enjoyment of the vendor at the 
time of sale.’ ”—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 97 agreed to. 
Clause 98 agreed to. 


LorD MACNAGHTEN proposed an 
Amendment after Clause 98 to insert a 
new clause, which he said was another 
well-meant attempt on his part to afford 
assistance to the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland. Under an earlier clause in the 
Bill advantage was taken of the experience 
of the Prositiont of the Incorporated Law 
Society in making rules, but those rules 
only applied to the work done by the 
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Estates Commissioners. As regarded 
rules relating to the general work of the 
Bill, the sales, purchases, and the dis- 
tribution of the purchase money, in which 
he should think the help of an experienced 
solicitor would be most useful, there was 
no provision for obtaining his assistance. 
Of course his noble and learned friend 
knew what ought to be done much better 
than he did, but he submitted that it 





might be an advantage to make the| 


President of the Incorporated Law Society 
a member of the Rule Committee. Origin- 
ally the President of the Incorporated 
Law Society was not made a member o 


the Committee which settled the rules | 


under the Judicature Act, but afterwards 
in 1897 it was found necessary or ex- 
pedient to make him a member. A man 
who was a member of a rule-making body 
would be much more useful than a man 
who was only occasionally consulted, and 
who therefore was not in touch with 
what was going on. 


Amendment moved— 


** After Clause 98 to insert as a new clause | 


the words ‘ In the framing of any rules relating 
to legal procedure, and the remuneration of 
solicitors under the Land Purchase Acts as 
amended by this Act, the President of the In- 
corporated Law Society of Ireland for the 
time being shall be associated with the Land 
Commission as a member of the rule-making 
authority.’”—(Lord Macnaghten,) 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said he had nothing to say in the 


making of these rules, which were to be | 


{LORDS} 





Land Bill. 360 


any objection to the rules, but he should 
have thought that it would have faeili- 
| tated the working of the Bill if an 
| experienced solicitor were added to the 
| rule-making authority, because he must 
| know a great deal about sales, purchases, 
and the distribution of purchase money, 
/He would not press the Motion if the 
Lord Chancellor for Ireland thought it 
| was inadvisable. 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE. 
LAND: Best leave it alone when it was 
| objected to. 


| Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
| mittee, withdrawn. 


Clause 99 agreed to. 


Clause 100 agreed to. 
Clause 101 agreed to. 
Schedule. 


Amendment preposed— 


“In page 44, line 21, after the first word 
‘three’ to insert the words ‘In Sub-section 
1 of Section 34, from ‘‘a member” to “forestry” 
and the words ‘the Chief Secretary when 

| absent shall be replaced by the Under Sec- 
| retary to the Lord Lieutenant.’”—(7he Duke 
of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 


made by a very special rule-making | 


authority, presided over by the Judicial | 


Commissioner who was aided by all his 
colleagues. He did not feel it was any 
grievance that he was not a member of 
that body and he did not desire to become 
a member of it, because he was already a 
member of a quite sufficient number of 
rule-making authorities. All these rules 
came within the Publication of Rules Act 
and they would not come into force until 
they were published in the Gazette and 
circulated. It was quite competent for 
the Incorporated Law Society to make re- 
presentations to the rule-making author- 
ity, and he was quite sure that such 
representations would be fully attended 
to. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said he was 
not suggesting that the President of the 
Incorporated Law Society would make 


Lord Maenaghten. 


Title, agreed to. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: In 
_ Moving that the Standing Committee be 
_negatived, it may be convenient that I 
should state when it is proposed to take 
the Report stage of the Irish Land Bill. 
The first business on Monday will be the 
Sugar Convention Bill, but I understand 
that it will not necessarily take a very long 
time, and, if possible. I should propose 
| to proceed with the Report stage of the 
Irish Land Bill afterwards. It has been 
| suggested that it might give us a better 
‘opportunity of getting through both 
|these measures if the House were to 
‘meet at an earlier hour, and I should 
suggest that the House meet on Monday 
/at 3 o’clock. In that case we can then 
| take the Third Reading on Tuesday, 
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THE Marquess OF RIPON: The 
proposal of the noble Duke is a very fair 
one, and I am quite ready to agree on 
behalf of my friends to the House 
meeting at 3 o'clock on Monday, and 
that the business should be as stated by 


the noble Duke, it being distinctly | 
understood that the Sugar Convention | 


Bill is taken first. 

Tae EarL oF DONOUGHMORE: 
Cannot arrangements be made for us to 
put down Amendments to-morrow for 
the Report stage 


THE DuKE OF DEVONSHIRE: Yes. 


Standing Committee negatived. 


The Report of Amendments to be 
received on Monday next ; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. (No. 201.) 


House adjourned during pleasure ; and 
resumed by the Earl of Morley. 


ARTILLERY OFFICERS. 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN : I beg to 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
Batteries Nos. 15, 27, 39, 47, 68, and 
116 have two captains, instead of one 
major and one captain; and, if so, why 
six seniur captains are not promoted to 
command. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For War (the Earl of Harp- 
WICKE): | hope the noble Lo d will besatis- 
fied at thislate hour with a brief statement. 
In reply to his Questions, the answer 
to the first part of his Question is that 
the batteries named have two captains 
instead of one major and one captain. 
This state of things is brought about 
by the operation of Article 26 of the 
Royal Warrant, which provides for the 
succession of majors, extra regimentally 
employed, by captains. 
Artillery Estimates provide for forty- 


eight majors to be employed on staff and | 


extra regimental employments and to be 
succeeded by majors. But this number 
is frequently exceeded, and the excess 
have to be succeeded by captains. It is 
in reality a question of finance, as 
[explained to the House before on the 


Motion of the noble Lord, Lord Heneage. | 


If captains appointed to take the place 
of majors were promoted, it would mean 


VOL. CXXVII. [Fourtrx Sertes.] 
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The Royal | 
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_anincreased charge, which at the present 
'time Army funds are not able to 
/meet. I may inform the noble Lord, 
as I have already stated in this House, 
'that the question has been under the 
consideration of the military authorities, 
and that it is possible that during the 
coming year some alteration may be made 
in the existing system, No doubt from 
the point of view of military efficiency, 
it would be better to replace majors 
in such cases by the promotion of 
captains. I regret that I am unable to 
do more than aay that the matter is 
under the consideration of the military 
authorities and the Secretary of State 
for War, and if anything can be done 
to lessen the dissatisfaction wh:ch at 
present exists, it will be done during 
the course of the coming year. 


FERTILISERS AND FEEDING STUFFS 


BILL [u.t.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Viscount TEMPLETOWWN said: Lask 
the patienceofthe Housefora few minutes, 
while I try to explain the object of 

this Bill. In the first place I should like 
to say that the Bill is the result of a 
very careful consideration by the Com- 
mittee of the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture, and it has received the 
careful consideration and almost unani- 
mous support of the local Chambers of 
Agriculture throughout the country. 
It therefore claims rather more than 
passing attention at your Lordships’ 
hands. The history of this Bill is very 
simple. Some ten years ago the first 
Bill was passed, but I am sorry to say 
that so far as those who have had to 
dea] with it, practically, are concerned they 
consider the Bill to be a failure. Why 
| has it been a failure? The first and primary 
cause has been this : that those who wanted 
to take samples forthe purposes of analysis 
had to inform beforehand those from 
whom they were going to take the sam- 
ples. This procedure illustrates the truth 
of the old proverb, “In vain do you 
spread the net in sight cf the bird.” 
Another reason that contributed to its 
| failure was that there were a great many 
people who purchased food stuffs and 
N 
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fertilisers and who were on friendly terms 
with the vendors and. sellers. They did 
not wish to appear as doubting the latter 
by asking that the stuffs they purchased 
should be analysed. Another reason for 
the failure is that this past Act has been 
worked under the most minute instruc- 
tions of the Board of Agriculture, and 
rightly or wrongly, in consequence of 
that, the farmers have not been able to 
understand very well the practical work- 
ing of the Act. A third reason for the 
failure of the Act is with regard to the 
invoices. According to the Act the 
invoices are to show the least quantity 
of ingredients present. The proposal in 
this Bill is that the invoices, which are 
to act as guarantees, should show exactly 
what is in the manure and especially in 
the feeding stuffs, which vary so very 
greatly. There is the further point that 
after no less than ten years’ working of 
the Act it has been found that there 
has been practically no step taken to en- 
force the guarantee of ingredients that 
the invoices were supposed to give. One 
particular point which the Central 
Chamber Committee make is that they 
consider that feeding stuffs should be 
guaranteed and sold under the guarantee, 
which is not done at present. This Bill 
represents the outcome of the most care- 
ful consideration of the Central Chamber 
of Agriculture, which has been backed 
up by the locai chambers, and I under- 
stand that the Government will not 
oppose the Second Reading of the Bill, 
provided that there is no objection to 
its being referred to a Committee which 
I understand has heen appointed to con- 
sider the question. Without saying 
more I will appeal to the House to give 
the Bill a Second Reading in the hopes 
that the Government will see their way 
to accept it. 





*THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (The Earl of OnsLow : 
My Lords, I am far from saying that the 
existing Act has been a great success. I am 
perfectly well aware that the provisions 
of that Act have not been made use of 
to anything like such an extent as was 
hoped by those who introduced it in the 
year 1889. I have, as the noble Lord is 


aware, appointed a Departmental Com- 
mittee to inquire into the reasons why 
it has not been a greater success, and as 
to whether any Amendment or alteration 


Viscount Templetown. 
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can be made in the law which would 
enable it to be of greater benefit to the 
agricultural community. Ido not wish 
to express any opinion upon the Bill 
which the noble Lord has introduced, 
but I am quite willing, if your Lordships 
think fit, to give it a Second Reading on 
the understanding that the noble Lord 
will not proceed further with it, but will 
let it be referred to a Committee, of which 
the noble Lord opposite { Lord Burghclere] 
has been good enough to consent to act 
as Chairman. I am sure the Committee 
under his presidency will give the matter 
every consideration. I hope the noble 
Lord will consent to let the Bill be read 
a second time but not proceed further 
with it. 


Bill read 2° (according to order). 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read 
ing read, 


*THE FIRST LORD OF THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE), in moving 
the Second Reading of this Bill, said: My 
Lords, at this hour of the night I would 
willingly spare your Lordships any speech 
on this subject, but it is so important, 
and the Bill covers such a wide field, and 
one item in it has been the subject of so 
much public interest, that it is not possible 
for me, consistently with my duty, 
to avoid making a statement. As 
regards the existing works contained in 
this Naval Works Bill, all I would report 
to your Lordships is that they are going 
on very satisfactorily, with the exception, 
perhaps, of the works at Simon’s Bay, 
Cape Colony, where there has been a very 
unfortunate delay owing to the great 
difficulty in procuring labour. If any 
noble Lord wishes to ask a question as 
regards any of the existing works I shall 
be pleased to answer him, so far as lies in 
my power, in my reply. The principal 
feature of this Bill is that it is the last 
and final Bill of this series, so far as new 
items are concerned. Bills will be re- 
quired in the future to supply additional 
money for finishing the works either now 
in progress or at this moment proposed to 
Parliament for authorisation, but in these 
future Bills no new items will henceforth 
be inserted. As regards the new items 
to which the assent of your Lordships is 
now asked I would draw attention to the 
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various provisions for completing the 
equipment of the gunnery and torpedo 
schools at the three great home ports. 
The importance of that item will be 
obvious to your Lordships. An 
which I really believe is of more conse- 


quence than any of the others, except the | 


establishment of the new naval base in 
the Firth of Forth, is that item by which 
for the first time all our dockyards at 
home and abroad, and all our magazines, 
will be equipped with electric power and 
light. 
event of a naval war, when it might be 
necessary to work all night as well as all 
day in the dockyards, there is really no 
appliance to make it possible except such 
improvised illuminations as can be then 
secured. With a proper installation of 
electric light the work can be prosecuted 
by night as well as by day. In respect 
to the magazines it is quite obvious that 
the electric light is the only light under 
which they could be worked by night and 


day, and therefore the importance of | 
equipping them with electric light is| 


obvious. But the installation of electric 
light in the dockyards is even of greater 
importance. Unlike the new yards of 


great firms like those of Elswick and of | 


Vickers, the dockyards have grown up 


during the course of generations and. 
centuries, and the power consists of many | 


different kinds all scattered and uncon- 
nected, and therefore uneconomical. By 


this installation of electric power, the | 


power will be supplied in the most 
economical and efficient form in all the 
dockyards. Simultaneously with this 
proper equipment of the dockyards with 
power, it has been arranged to ask the 
House of Commons next year and the 
year after in the Annual Estimates, to 
pass a special Vote for bringing up all the 
dockyard machinery to date. A great 
deal of money has in recent years 
been expended on the dockyard machin- 
ery, but much of that machinery is 
of such a character that any modern 
and up-to-date employer of labour would 
certainly discard it. I have asked the 
Treasury to seize this moment to put 


the Treasury have agreed, and, subject 
to the approval of the 
Commons, the money will be provided 
in the Estimates next year and the 
year after. 
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At the present moment, in the} 


. . | conscious of my responsibility in the 
all the machinery in proper order, and | matter, I have made what may fairly be 
| called a good bargain for the country. 
House of | 
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| Next I will pass to those new 
items which affect the efficiency of 
the dockyards and the provision of 
sufficient accommodation there. It is 
proposed to turn the small yard at 
Sheerness into one mainly, if not exclu- 
sively, reserved for the repair of de 
stroyers. The great works which we are 
commencing at Chatham and Rosyth— 
the name given to the new base in the 
Firth of Forth—have been rendered 
necessary by the expansion of the Fleet. 
These new basins and works are required 
at Chatham, and the anchorage in the 
Firth of Forth is required, simply be- 
cause otherwise, in a few years, there 
will be no place in which to stow His 
Majesty’s ships. This question was ex- 
haustively examined by the Special Com- 
mittee on the Berthing of the Navy, 
the Report of which has been presented 
'and laid before both Houses of Parlia- 
ment. Therefore I pass to the subject 
of the new naval base. The original 
necessity forthe establishment of that base 
| was, as I have said, simply one of want of 
room. Granted that more room was 
required for the expansion of the Fleet, 
the question of site became of cardinal 
importance, and that site was chosen as 
‘combining in all respects the require- 
|/ments of the Navy — requirements 
which were industrial, economical, and 
strategic. Ido not think the policy of 
establishing a naval base in the North of 
these islands and on the East coast will 
| require any defence from me. But while 
the policy of the establishment of this 
base has been very generally approved 
by the couatry, much criticism has been 
passed on the price that has been paid 
for it. That isa subject on which, [ think, 
‘the House of Commons ought to be 
| exceedingly careful and even jealous that 
| the Government of the day should be 
economical and wise in the price that 
they pay, and therefore not only do I not 
resent but I welcome the criticism that 
_ has been passed, and I welcome it all the 
more because I think I shall be able to 
'show your Lordships that, being very 


The criticism has been that the vendors 


have received more money than they 
| ought to have received. 


I submit that 
isnot the point. The point is whether 
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the Board of Admiralty have secured the 
site as cheaply as they possibly could do so 
for the country under any process known 
to law. That the two things are not 
quite the same I think I shall be able to 
show you very shortly. I maintain that 
although the vendors certainly have no 
reason to complain of the price they have 
received, we have acquired this land 
cheaper than we could have done by any 
other possible course. What happened ? 
We asked the vendors what price they 
required for their land. Of course they 
naturally said they did not want to sell ; 
but they understood that this was a great 
national object and that compulsion was 
in the background, and _ therefore 
they did not raise that objection. 
But a price was named by the valuers to 
the vendor which I could not for one 
moment accept. Therefore I endeavoured 
to get the best valuer who could be 
employed on behalf of the Admiralty. 
He made a valuation, and the price which 
we have paid is practically our own 
valuer’s valuation with the addition of 
about £9,000. The point I have to make 
is that I could not possibly have got this 
land for the country any cheaper than 
the price named by our own valuer, plus 
£9,000. What has been the result in the 
first place? We have acquired 1,600 
acres of land and foreshore for £122,500, 
or an average of £76 per acre without the 
minerals. The minerals reserved are coal 
and shale, and not rock or granite or 
the more surface type of minerals which 
are included in the purchase. Let us 
examine that price for a moment from 
the point of view of the State. Three 
per cent. on the purchase price represents 
a sum of £3,675 a year. If we are able 
to feu only 200 acres of the 1,600 at the 
very moderate price of £20 an acre, the 
State will at once have a revenue of 
£4,000 a year, or a larger sum than 3 per 
cent. on the purchase price. But £20 an 
acre for feuing is undoubtedly a moderate 
rate to name, because, I am informed, 
that only within the last few days land 
actually adjoining that purchased by the 
State has been feued at the rate of £50 
an acre. In addition to this there are 


very large stone quarries, the stone of 
which is at the present moment being 
exported for the building of our docks in 
the South of England, and this stone will 
henceforth belong to the country, and the 
country will be able to sell it or utilise it | 
The Earl of Selborne. 
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| for the construction of its own docks. | 
| will go back for one moment. In taking 
‘the 1,600 acres we had a deliberate 
| economic policy in view. What has 
hitherto happened in respect to all our 
_dockyards? The Government has begun 
by taking a comparatively small piece of 
land and establishing a base or dockyard 
there. All the land around it has at 
once increased manifold in value, and the 
whole of the unearned increment has 
gone to private proprietors and not 
to the State which has given the value. 
Whenever the State has required to buy 
more land for the expansion of the estab- 
lishment, it has been compelled to pay 
enormous sums. In this case the Board 
of Admiralty determined to buy a large 
area so that as much of the increased 
value as possible would accrue to the 
State and not to private individuals. 
Therefore we have left to the private in 

dividuals, from whom we bought this 
land, no prospect of an unearned incre- 
| ment which the State may create. 





Let us compare the price we have 
paid for this land with the price of 
|land sold for corresponding purposes 
|in the same part of Scotland. In the 
year 1890, or thirteen years ago, the 
town of Kirkcaldy bought ninety-five acres. 
without any water frontage, a little lower 
down the Forth, and paid £150 an acre 
for it. The Edinburgh Water ‘Trust has 
bought some agricultural land some miles 
from Edinburgh at over £400 an acre. | 
find that, taking all the water-work sites 
in Scotland, and averaging, the price paid 
for the land, which is always purely 
agricultural, and mainly moorland, was 
£55 an acre or 147 years purchase of the 
average rental of the land purchased. 
Such have been similar purchases in that 
part of Scotland. But what has been 
our experience in the Admiralty and 
the experience of the War Office 
in these matters ? If we had not accepted 
a bargain which was the valuation of our 
own valuer, plus £9,000, what course 
would have been open to us ? We could 
have put into force the compulsory powers 
under the Defence Act or the Military 
Lands Act. But what has been our ex- 
perience in this matter? Our experience 
is that the very first thing an arbitrator 
asks is what is the valuation of your own 
valuer, but does he ever in the final award 
give anything like the valuation of your 
own valuer? I will give you some figures 
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which are more eloquent than any argu- 


ments I could use. The Admiralty had 
occasion to purchase some land at Upnor 
compulsorily under the Defence Act. The 
vendor asked £8,000; the Admiralty 
valuer valued it at £5,500; the arbitra- 
tor awarded £15,000. The costs to the 
Admiralty were £3,700 in addition, and 
the time occupied in closing the trans- 
action was seventeen months. At Deal 
the Admiralty also required some land. 
The vendor first of all asked £8,000, but 
before we put the compulsory powers into 
force he lowered his demand to £6,600. 
The Admiralty valuer put the value at 
£1,800. The arbitrator awarded £7,600, 
the costs to the Admiralty was £1,750, 
and the time occupied was nine months. I 
now pass to the experience of the War 
Ottice. There was at Woking a case 
under the Military Lands Act, where 
the vendor asked £6,500 for some land. 
I would ask your particular attention 
to this fact, that the price named 
hy the vendor at the commencement of a 
transaction such as this is without preju- 
dice, that is to say, that if the vendor asks 
one price of the Admiralty or the War 
Office and they do not accept, and they 
go before an arbitrator, the vendor 
can ask any price he likes of the arbi- 
trator. This one is a very remarkable case 
in point. For these lands at Woking 
the vendor asked for £6,500 from the 
War Office, but before the arbitrator the 
vendor asked for £26,400. The War 
Office valuer valued the land at £5,500 
and the award was £6,800, the costs to 
the War Office were £560, the time 
occupied being fifteen months. At 
Dover the War Office wanted some 
land. The vendor asked £85,000, the 
War Office valuer valued it at £12,000; 
the arbitrator awarded £21,800, and the 
costs incurred by the War Office 
amounted to £2,120, the time occupied 
being twenty months. At Broughty 
Ferry the War Office also required to 
have some land and the vendor asked 
for it £23,500. The War Office valuer 
valued it at £3,500, and the award 
was £9,300, while the War Oftice were 
muleted in costs to the amount 
of £5,000, the time occupied being 
five months. Our universal experience 
of compulsion is this; that the arbi- 
trator asks the value put upon it by 
your own valuer, he then asks the 
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vendor what value he puts on it, and the 
award of the arbitrator isalways between 
the two, generally a great deal nearer 
the price of the vendor than the value 
put on it by the publie valuer, while in 
addition there is always a heavy bill 
of costs and a great waste of time in 
closing the transaction. I believe abso- 
lutely that if we had not closed for the 
sum named by our own valuer plus 
£9,000, and if we had gone before an 
arbitrator, the country would have had to 
pay a much larger sum, certainly if experi- 
ence is any guide in the matter, very 
much more. We should also have run upa 
heavy bill of costs, and the time occupied 
would have extended over many months. 
As it is, we are practically getting the 
land at the value put upon it by our 
own valuer. We have contracted no 
bills of costs, or practically none, and we 
get the land at once. This is my de- 
fence, and I venture to think it is a 
strong one 


I can only say that my sole object 
all through has been to get the land 
as cheaply as I could for the public, 
and in deciding on the course I had 
to take | was bound to be guided by 
experience in this matter, and by the 
advice of those in the locality who knew 
what the conditions of the sale of land 
in that part of Scotland were. I have 
only one further word to say, and that 
is as to the future of this naval base. 
The Board of Admiralty have purposely 
not attempted as yet to sketch to Parlia- 
ment what they believe will be the final 
requirements of the country at that 
station. All we claim to have done is to 
have provided in the cheapest and fullest 
way possible for the expansion in the 
future which we foresee. A naval base 
may be one of two things. It may bea 
naval base pure and simple, where there 
are depots of men, ammunition and 
stores, and where ships can lie and be 
docked, or you can have a great manu- 
facturing establishment known by the 
name of adockyard. The twoconditions 
are not necessarily connected, but neither 
are they incompatible. I do not say as 
yet, because I do not know, how far in 
the direction of a dockyard it will be 
necessary for the country to go, but that it 
will be necessary to establish a great naval 
base there in the first sense is certain. 
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Whether it will be necessary to make it 
a dockyard of the same type as at Ports- 
mouth I am not prepared as yet to ex- 
a an opinion. All I can say is that 

have been greatly impressed by my 
€xperience at the Admiralty with the 
view, in which I think my predecesso:s 
will not differ from me, that there are 
very grave disadvantages as well as ad- 
vantages in the State being a manu- 
facturer, and that the indefinite enlarge- 
ment of the employment of labour by 
the State is attended with serious draw- 
backs. Wherever it is possible for the 
private trade of the country to adequately 
and fully meet the purely manufacturing 
requirements of the State I am of opinion 
that it is to the advantage of the State 
not to increase its already very large 
manufacturing establishments. But I 
am not yet prepared to say how far it 
will be possible at Rosyth to maintain 
the base only in the first category I have 
mentioned. All I claim at present for it 
is that in the expansion of the Fleet it 
must play a great part, that, strategic- 
ally, it is important, and last, but not 
least, I shall rejoice greatly if it brings 
Scotland into a closer touch with the 
Navy. At present, all the home of the 
Navy being in the South, necessarily 
naval matters and naval life are not in 
that close touch with the Scottish people 
that I hope they will be in the future, and 
therefore I should rejoice greatly if the 
interest of Scotland in naval matters 
grows, and more Scotsmen are seen in 
the naval service of His Majesty. I beg 
to move. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 
2*.”—(The Earl of Selborne.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : My Lords, I 
regret very much that my noble friend, 
Earl Spencer, was not able to be present 
here to-night, and | am sure your Lord- 
ships will sympathise with my noble 
friend, because his absence is owing to a 
renewal of that anxiety which has been 
so very present to him during the last 
few weeks. I should have liked him to 


be here, because this is a subject in which 
he has taken the keenest interest, a sub- 
ject on which he is thoroughly well 
informed, and his criticisms and remarks 
would have been a value to your Lord- 
ships and the country generally. I may 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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say this, that so far as this new naval 
base at Rosyth is concerned, my noble 
friend is not altogether convinced of its 
wisdom. He is doubtful both as to the 
desirability of multiplying naval bases, 
and not altogether satisfied with regard 
to the particular place that has been 
chosen from a strategical point of view. 
I am bound to confess for my own part, 
being a Scotsman, that the station at 
Rosyth does commend itself to me from 
both a sentimental and a practical point 
of view. I quite agree with the noble 
Lord the First Lord of the Admiralty 
that I should very much like to see 
Scotland brought more closely into 
touch with the Navy, and I should also 
be glad that, if good things in the way of 
employment and works in connection 
with the naval base are going, Scot- 
land, and especially the South of Scot- 
land, should come in for a part of them. 
With regard to the purchase price paid 
for Rosyth, let me at once dissociate my- 
self froni those who have brought for- 
ward charges of mala fides and job- 
bery. I do not think we need talk 
about them here, for I would not for one 
moment suggest that anything of the 
sort were possible, much less probable. 
But the First Lord of the Admiralty in 
his statement proved very clearly that 
both the War Office and the Admiralty 
were in the habit of paying very exces- 
sive prices for the land that they got. I 
think his arguments went to show that 
enormous prices were charged to the 
spending Departments by private individ- 
uals when land was required, rather 
than to show that this particular purchase 
had been a very economical one. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: All I said 
was that I believed we got this land as 
cheaply as it was possible to do under 
any process known to the law. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I do not 
know that processes known to the law 
are apt to be very cheap. One ought to 
have consideration when it comes to a 
question of purchase of land as to what 
price the private individual would have 
paid in similar circumstances, We should 
remember that the estate at Rosyth is 
not close to any great town. The cases 
of Kirkcaldy and Edinburgh and Broughty 
Ferry are all very different so far as 
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situation is concerned from that of Rosyth, 
in that they are closer to great centres of 
population. 


*THE EArt or SELBORNE: I would 
remind my noble friend that in those 
cases neither of them have water front- 
ages. If he ever adorns the position of 
First Lord of the Admiralty he will find 
that water frontages are 1n0st expensive. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : With regard 
to the price paid at Rosyth the Govern- 
ment have acquired 1,400 acres of land. 


*THE EARL OF SELBORNE: No, no! it 
is 1,600 acres. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I have it 
1,100 acres of land and 300 acres of fore- 
shore, but I accept the noble Lord’s 
figures. At any rate this land is mostly 
agricultural. I understand that the land 
was let at the rate of 22s. 2d. an acre 
before the Navy came into the offing as a 
purchaser. The price paid altogether 
was £122,500, and that works out at 
about £84 an acre. 


*THE Esart oF SELBORNE: No; it 


averaged £76 an acre. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I will not 
quarrel about that. The noble Lord’s 
subordinate, the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty, in the other House stated that 
this land had a genuine value of £40 an 
acre. £40 an acre is not a bad price for 
land that is rented at 22s. 2d. per acre. 
It was further stated that it was the 
habit in Scotland to pay 50 per cent. 
more for compulsory purchase. That 50 
per cent. for compulsory purchase seems 
a large sum, but if you add 50 per cent. 
for compulsory purchase to £40 per acre, 
which is the genuine value, you arrive at 
the price of £60 an acre. I think that, 
for land fetching 22s. 2d. per acre, £60 
per acre was a very fine price, even if it 
had been bought compulsorily. The 
difference between £60 and £76 is £16, 
and even on the basis of 50 per cent. for 
compulsory purchase there is £16 an 
acre above what might be considered 
to be a-very full price for this land. 
Besides all this land is going to be 
valuable, because we are going to feu 
it. I hope there will be feuing on the 
land, and that the Admiralty will get 
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the benefit of it, but that is not a fair 
question to consider when arriving at the 
price to be paid to the vendor. If the 
Admiralty did not go there to make a 
naval station, there would have been no 
value for feuing at all, because the value 
of feuing would arise from the use the 
land was going to be put to by the 
Admiralty. The vendor has no right to 
be paid for that now. 


*THE EARL OF SELBORNE: Will the 
noble Lord say that the land would never 
have had a feuing value ? 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Certainly 
not. 
*THE EARL OF SELBORNE: That is 


not the opinion of everybody. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : Ie certainly 
has no feuing value at the present time. 
What I want to insist on is whether, or 
not, the Admiralty and the War Office 
have been forced to pay high prices for 
land in the past, that even. though that 
be the case, and that in comparison with 
those transactions this one is not so 
extravagant, I maintain that it is an 
extravagant sum to have paid, and one 
which I cannot congratulate the Admiralty 
on having been obliged to pay. I make 
no charge of any sort against the 
Admiralty or anybody else in the matter, 
all I say is that the figures show clearly 
to my mind that a very much larger sum 
was paid than would have been paid by 
any private individual. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: May I 
ask the noble Lord if in all the circum- 
stances of the case and our experience of 
the past he would have gone for com- 
pulsory arbitration. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: That is a 
question for the Admiralty. I am only 
in the position of a critic, and I think I 
have proved my case, that a very high 
price was paid for this land. That is the 
only point I wish to make. 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to 
order), and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
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Lorp BELPER: I regret that I have; The local authorities are also given 
to ask your Lordships to read this Bill| powers of absolutely prohibiting em- 
a second time at such a late period of the | ployment or of permitting employment 
evening, but I think that I need not | subject to certain conditions. 


trouble you with many remarks, because | 


1 believe the principle of the Bill is) 
approved widely and by Members sitting | 
on both sides of the House. 
principle is to give some powers of | 
control and regulation over the hours of | 
labour of children—wage-earningchildren | 
who also have to attend school, and. 
those whose case is not met under the 
Factories Act or the Mines Act or Acts of | 
that sort. A good deal of attention has | 
been called to this matter, and two) 
years ago a Committee was appointed by | 
Mr. Ritchie, who was then the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, to 
inquire into the whole question. They 
made a very careful and searching | 
inquiry and took a large amount of 
evidence. I would state shortly that | 
their Report showed that a very large 
number of children indeed were em- | 
ployed in different trades and that many | 
of them were employed for an excessive | 
number of hours, which had a serious | 
effect on them, being both injurious | 
to their health and an _ interference | 
with their education. At the same | 
time I should state that that Com-| 
mittee came to the conclusion that the 
employment and conditions of employ- | 
ment were so very various and that the | 
circumstances, in places where these 
children were employed, differed so_ 
largely, that they could not recommend 
that there should be any general | 
statutory powers to prohibit such em- | 
ployment. Nor for the same reason could | 
they see their way to even recommend. | 
ing any definite number of hours which | 
should be imposed as the proper number | 
of hours that such children should work. | 
In these circumstances, the provisions of 
the Bill, which are founded very 
much on the recommendations of the 
Committee’s Report, are that powers | 
should be given to the different | 
local authorities in the county for 
regulating the conditions under which 
children should be employed. These 


powers are shown in the first clause of 
the Bill; they define the age below 
which employment is illegal, the hours 
in which they should be employed and 
the number of daily or weekly hours. 





That | 


In addition to this clause there is a 
special clause which deals with street trad- 
ing. Trading in the street was one of the 
matters to which the Committee turned 
special attention. They foundin a large 
number of cases there were children, 
who, in addition to going to school, 
were occupied an excessive number of 


hours in different sorts of trading inthe 


streets. It is obvious that for certain 
children, especially for girls, that sort of 
employment is of rather an injurious 
character, both to their morals, and, in 
some cases, to their health. In other 
cases they found there were a large 
number of children who, owing to the 
conditions under which they worked, 
could do so without injury to health ; 
they seemed to be happy and contented, 
and in no way was their education 
affected. With regard to this particular 
street trading your Lordships will see that 
there are some rather stringent regula- 
tions which have been introduced into the 
Bill, although there were some other 
more stringent regulations still which 


were altered during their progress 
through the other House. No child 


under the age of eleven years is allowed 
to be employed in street trading at all. 
In addition to that it is pointed out that 
the local authority may make by-laws, 
having special regard to the desirability 
of preventing the employment of girls 
under sixteen in streets or public places. 


I do not think at this hour I need allude 
more particularly to other parts of the 
Bill. I should, perhaps, mention that 
the local authorities who are defined to 
carry out the Bill are the County Councils, 
councils of boroughs of over 10,000 
population, and urban councils of over 
20,000 population. I wish to refer par- 
ticularly to that point because there has 
been some opposition in the other House 
with regard to the authorities. It has 
been suggested that urban district 
councils and rural district councils 
would be more fitting authorities 
to carry out the principles of the Bill 
than the County Councils and borough 
councils. I do not think you will agree 
with that view, which was rejected by a 
considerable majority in the other House. 
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[ will not trouble you with many grounds, 
but I may say this, that the County 
Councils have a full opportunity of know- 
ing the special conditions in the differerit 
parts of their county, and even in the 
small burghs and urban districts. What 
is of much more importance is that they 
are now the educational authority, and 
have to make by-laws with regard to 
education and employment of children in 
agricultural and other pursuits under the 
Education Act. It would make great 
confusions if another authority were given 
the power of making by-laws in a matter 
quite akin to that. 
excused from mentioning other points until 


the Bill goes into Committee on Monday. | 


I think your Lordships will see that the 
discretion which is given to local author- 
ities will ensure that, before passing any 
regulations prohibiting this employment 
of labour in their districts, they will be 
influenced by the knowledge of the cir- 
cumstances of each case. 
therefore, in making these regulations 
they will be carrying out the sentiments 
of the people amongst whom 
children live, and they will be much more 
likely to make their regulations acceptable 


and get them carried out than if general | 


prohibitions were made applicable. I beg 


to move. 


On (Question, Bill read 2* (according 


to order), and committed to a Com- | 


mittee of the Whole House on Monday 
next, 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. } 


{7 AuGusT 1903} 


I hope I may be | 


Probably, | 


these | 
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(reference to the statement made by him 
in this House in answer to my Question 
on the 5th May, 1903+ :—(1) Whether 
the Committee therein referred to has 
made its report. (2) Whether there is 
any truth in the rumour now prevalent to 
the effect that the Committee in question 
has not gone into the grievances of the 
senior (pensioned) officers of the Reserve, 
| but confined itself to amending the regula- 
| tions with a view to preventing grievances 
| in the future. My Lords, I must apologise 
| for rising to ask this Question at this time 
of the evening, but I venture to think 
that the matter is one of importance. 
My Lords, the Question related to a matter 
which I brought to the notice of His 
Majesty’s Government in your Lordship’s 
House on the 5th May last. As I then 
pointed out to your Lordships, there has 
been a regrettable disparity in the 
financial treatment of the two classes of 
Reserve officers who were called up for 
service during the late war; those who 
had retired with a pension having their 
| pension suspended while mobilised, where- 
as those who had retired with a gratuity 
continued to enjoy that gratuity, and at 
the same time received the fuli pay of 
their rank during mobilisation without 
any reduction whatever. It was stated 
on the occasion in question by the noble 
|Earl the Under Secretary of State for 
War that some grievances and in- 
equalities had existed, and did at the 
time continue to exist, amongst the Re- 
serve officers, and that the reason why 
| the gratuity Reserve officers continued to 
receive their Army pay in full was be- 
| cause the noble Marquess who was Sec- 
| retary of State for War at the time the 








Order of the Day for the Second Reserve officers were called up for service 


Reading read. 


|considered, and very rightly so, that 
any such deduction would not be 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, | ‘altogether fair.” But, my Lords, on 


this Bill in its present form was passed by 
the other House without any opposition. 
It is in reality a money Bill, which I 
suppose places it beyond the scope of 
criticism in your Lordships’ House. I beg 
to move that the Bill be read a second 
time, 


Bill read 2* (according to order): 
Committee negatived; and Bill to be 
read 3° on Monday next. 


GRIEVANCES OF RESERVE OFFICERS. 
Lorp KOSMEAD: I beg to ask the 


the contrary, pensions continued to be 
mercilessly suspended. The noble Earl 
further informed your Lordships at 
that time, that the present Secretary 
‘of State for War had recently ap- 
pointed a Committee which was en- 
quiring into the “whole subject” of the 
Reserve officers, as he, the Secretary for 
State for War, thought that there were 
special cases where ‘‘some redress”? might 
be necessary. After these remarks by the 
Under Secretary of State for War, I 











Under Secretary of State for War with 


+ See (4) Debates, exxii., 279. 
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naturally withdrew my Motion. My 
object, my Lords, in asking the present 
Question, is to ascertain what steps have 
been taken in order to redress the 
obvious gYievances complained of. 
There is, I may add, a very strong 
rumour prevalent, and I trust an errone- 
ous one, to the effect that the Committee 
referred to by the noble Earl, which the 
Secretary of State for War had' appointed 
to inquire into the “whole subject” of 
the Reserve officers, has confined itself 
exculsively to amending the regulations, 
in order to prevent any future grievances, 
and has not in any way inquired into the 
grievances of the past ; as such a course 
would be most obviously unfair to those 
officers who had so ably come forward 
to serve their country at a time when they 
were particularly needed. | am glad to 
afford the noble Earl a favourable oppor- 
tunity for giving his official contradiction 
to such a rumour. 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (the Earl of 
HARDWICKE) : My Lords, I will not take 
any exception to the statement made by 
the noble Lord, with regard to the debate 
on this question, which took place on a 
former occasion, but I can hardly agree 
with him that this isa favourable oppor- 
tunity to give me of explaining the 
matters referred to in his Question. It 
is perfectly true that the inequalities to 
which the noble Lord referred have ex- 
isted, and I am sorry to say that a great 
many complaints have been made by 
officers who were re-employed for service 
during the South African War, with re- 
gard to the susvension of their pensions. 
But I am afraid that I must ask the 
House to allow me to read the state- 
ment that I made with reference to the 
Committee, to which the second part of 
the noble Lord’s Question refers. On 
the 11th May 1903, I stated that—“ Not 
every officer who has been re-employed 
has a grievance, but there are special 
cases in which the Secretary of State for 
War thinks that some redress may be 
necessary. For that reason my right 
hon. friend has recently appointed a 
Committee which 1s inquiring into the 
whole subject ; and if, on the Report of 
the Committee, he is able to see his way 
to put forward proposals for the consider- 
ation of the Treasury, he will do so.” 

I will now answer the first part of 


Lord Rosmead. 


{LORDS} 
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the Question putto me. The Committee 
has not yet presented its Report, but I 
am informed that the Report will be 
completed shortly. As to the second 
part of the Question I am sorry that 
the noble Lord did not give me any 
intimation as to the source from which 
this rumour came or where he came 
across it, because it is not, strictly 
speaking, correct to say that the Uom- 
mittee has not inquired into the 
question of the grievances of Reserve 
officers re-employed in South Airica, I 
would refer to the date of the Question 
that the noble Lord addressed to me, 
the ilth of May, 1903. The Committee 
had then just commenced its delibera- 
tions, and I was not aware then, nor 
am I really aware at this moment, 
whether on the particular point, referred 
to, the Committee had come to any 
decision. I have consulted the chair- 
man of the Committee and he informs 
me that early in the deliberations of 
the Committee they decided that having 
regard to the fact that no Reserve 
officers re-employed in South Africa had 
been treated otherwise than under the 
existing regulations, with which all 
Reserve officers should have been 
fully acquainted, they would be unable, 
much as they sympathised with the 
feeling of officers whose re-employment 
had caused them financial hardship, to 
recommend the idea of redressing the 
grievances of any particular officer. The 
Committee then proceeded to consider 
the question of the future and when 
their Report is presented, which I said 
would be in the course of a few days, | 
am given to understand that the Report 
will contain recommendations calculated 
to avoid any of the grievances, with which 
the noble Lord so justly sympathises, 
arising in the future. I will not detain 
the House any longer and I hope the 
noble Lord will be satisfied with the short 
statement I have given. I could go into 
detail, but as far as the Committee is 
concerned I am given to understand 
that they are unable to redress any of 
the grievances. 


*Viscount TEMPLETOWN : I hope 
the Report will be in the hands of the 
public. 


THE Eart of HARDWICKE: I 
cannot promise that. 
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381 British Consul-General 


that the noble Lord should draw atten- | 
tion to the subject again. 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: I shall. 
be very please for him to do so. 

Lorp ROSMEAD: I can only say I. 
am not satisfied with the answer I have) 
received. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without Amend- 
ment, Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3° on Monday next. 


BRITISH CONSUL-GENERAL IN 
CRETE. 

Lorp NEWTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the post of British Consul- 
General in Crete is about to become 
vacant; whether it is intended to appoint 
a gentleman unconnected with the 
Consular Service ; and whether the corps 
of Student Interpreters for the Ottoman 
Dominions is not maintained for the 
express purpose of providing Consular | 
Officers for the Levant. Like all my | 
brother speakers I think I ought to 
apologise for inflicting any observations 
on the House at the present moment. I 
think the proceedings this evening are an 
example of our folly in allowing the 
greater portion of our work to be com- 
pressed within the closing weeks of the 
session. With regard to my Question, it 
is necessary for me to explain that about 
twenty years ago, at the instigation of the 
present Lord Currie, with the object of 
getting rid of untrustworthy Levantines 
who were employed as go-betweens be- 
tween ambassadors and Oriental Govern- 
ments, and who acted as British repre- 
sentatives in Consular ports, it was found 
desirable to establish a special branch of 
the Consular Service which consisted 
of young men who passed severe examina 
tions in this country, and who under- 


_ Went a special Oriental education with a 
| View to eventually filling Consular posts 


in the Levant and the Near East, it being 
understood that, whenever vacant, these 
posts should be reserved for the men 
who had qualified themselves to fill 


{7 AueusT 1903} 
*ViscounT TEMPLETOWN: I suggest | 


| experience. 
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them. That system has worked very 
well, and I regret that Lord Cromer is 
not present here to-night, for I am certain 
he would corroborate my statement. 
Many of the posts to which these men 
are appointed are extremely undesirable, 
one reason for that being because they 
are usually unhealthy resorts, and not in- 
frequently dangerous resorts, because of 
the fanaticism of the inhabitants. One of 


|the best paid posts is that of British 
_Consul-General in Crete, shortly about to 


become vacant, and to which I am informed 
the noble Marquess intends to appoint a 


| gentleman who is not connected with the 


consular service in any form or capacity. 
There is a certain humour in the proceed- 
ings of my noble friend because only a 
short time ago he appointed a Committee 
which included three members of His 
Majesty’s Government, to inquire into 


and report upon the Consular Service, and 


I observe that this Committee, in their 
Report, state that their chief objection 
to it at the present moment is that there 
is no definite prospect of promotion for 
those who enter it, for men new to the 
service may be given appointments over 
the heads of others who have been there 
years beforethem. This isa disadvantage 
pointed out by the noble Marquess’s own 
Committee, and his Under-Secretary made 
a high-sounding declaration that a new era 
was going to dawn for the Consular service 
and that these grievances would shortly 
be removed. I think I am wholly justi- 
fied in saying that there is a certain 
appearance of humour about the action of 
the noble Marquess in this matter. 

As for the gentleman who is, I under- 
stand, pa for this position, he is a 
Mr. Howard. He may be a most estim- 
able person in private life but I cannot 
discover in him any particular qualifica- 
tions for the post. He was apparently 
for sume years in the Diplomatic Service ; 
he entered the service in the year 1885, 
and resigned in 1890; therefore the 
country enjoyed his services during about 
five years, which were spent at the two 
posts of Rome and Berlin. In fact, his 
experience is very much the same as that of 
my own and that of the Under-Secretary of 
State for War, and upon the whole I should 
think that our qualifications are about 
equal to those of the gentleman in ques- 
tion, except that he would be wanting in 
the doubtful qualification of Parliamentary 
I understand that the noble 
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Marquess contends that the post requires a 
Diplomatic representative instead of a 
Consular officer. I should like to point 
out that this is an untenable proposition, 
because His Majesty's Government are 
pledged to maintain the status quo in the 
Near East, and they cannot possibly wish 
to encourage Prince George, who is the 
High Commissioner in Crete at the present 
moment, to play the part of an indepen- 
dent prince by accrediting a Diplomatic 
representative to him, for to do that might 
have the effect of throwing him off his bal- 
ance altogether. Abnormal importance is 
sometimes attached to changes of this 
nature, consequently there cannot be 
any real reason for appointing a 
genuine Diplomatist, because the Con- 
suls to whom I have alluded, in 
the ordinary course of their duty, dis- 
charge diplomatic and political work even 
more than commercial work. The noble 
Marquess will agree that in Armenia or 
Macedonia the work is more political 
than commercial. To me it is evident 
that every one of these men who occupies 
the post of Consul-General in Crete is 
capable of performing the diplomatic 
duties which fall tohis share. The noble 
Marquess has aggravated this offence, in 
my opinion, by appointing a man who 


British Consul-General 





definitely lett the service several 
years ago, and by this means a 


double hardship is inflicted; on the 
Consular Service, because a post is with- 
drawn from them, and on the Diplomatic 
Service because an outsider is introduced 
to it, who takes precedence of everybody 
below him, and thus checks promotion. 
I have always consistently opposed allow- 
ing men who have once resigned com- 
missions being allowed to return. If a 
man goes, let him go altogether, and if he 
is employed again, let it be temporarily. 
If I thought Mr. Howard was only to be 
employed for a short time I should not 
offer any objection, but from experience 
there is every probability that he will 
remain in the service and eventually rise 
to higher rank. I should like to add that 
the administration of the noble Marquess 
at the Foreign Office has always been 
marked by so much fairness, justice, and 
courtesy to subordinates that I am reluct- 
ant to criticise his action, but I feel 
strongly that this particular appointment, 
although it may seem a trivial thing in 
itself, will cause much discouragement and 
disappointment amongst a body of men 


Lord Newton, 


{LORDS} 
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specially selected for a special profession, 
which, owing to various causes, slow pro- 
motion being one of them, has already 
lost much of its popularity. 


*THE MARQuEss oF LANSDOWNE: 
The post of British Consul-General in 
Crete has been recently filled by the 
appointment of a gentleman who was 
formerly a member of the Diplomatic 
Service. It is quite true that the Student 
Interpreter Service is maintained for the 
purpose of providing Consular Officers for 
the Levant, but the Secretary of State 
reserves to himself, and I think must 
always reserve to himself, the power, as 
with the Diplomatic Service, to recommend 
to the King for appointment to posts in 
the Consular Service any persons whose 
selection would, in his opinion, be of ad- 
vantage to the interests of the public 
service, and appropriate to the special 
requirements of the post. The noble Lord 
who takes an intelligent interest in ——- 
affairs, is perfectly well aware that the 
conditions which prevail in the Island of 
Crete at the present moment are of a 
very exceptional character. In view of 
these conditions I am satisfied that no 
more suitable selection could have been 
made for the vacant appointment than 
that of Mr. Howard. The noble Lord 
dwelt upon the disappointment which he 
thought would be occasioned to the Con- 
sular Service by the selection of a 
gentleman who did not belong to their 
ranks. I cannot help thinking, however, 
that if Mr. Howard’s selection has pro- 
voked feelings of this kind the balance 
has to some extent at any rate been 
redressed by the appointment of a member 
of the Levant Consular Service to be 
Consul-General at Tabreez. I may add 
that all the Consular posts in Persia, 
dependent on the Foreign Office, are in 
future to he filled, as a general rule, from 
the Levant Consular Service, which 
hitherto has not been the practice. The 
noble Lord was shocked at the introdue- 
tion into the Consular Service of a former 
member of the Diplomatic Service. It is 
not a practice which is habitually resorted 
to, but it is not without precedent. 
His Majesty’s present Ambassador at 
Paris, who retired from the Diplomatic 
Service as a Second Secretary, subse- 
quently received a Consular appointment. 
I do not make any apology for the selec- 
tion of Mr. Howard for this particular 


—_— 
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st, although I quite admit that appoint- 


ments of this kind should not be made | 


unless there is reason for doing so. 


Lorp NEWTON: The noble Marquess 
has not given any information that the 
gentleman is qualified for the post. His 
own Committee strongly deprecate ‘his 
using patronage unless it is absolutely 
necessary in special circumstances. T 
submit that the noble Marquess has not 
made out any case for this particular 
appointment because— 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): On a point 
of order, my Lords, the noble Lord, after 
asking a Question, has no reply. 


Lorp NEWTON : I have noticed that 
the practice is frequently followed. 
Perhaps by the indulgence of the House 
I may be permitted to say that the 
equivalent pointed out by the noble 
Marquess is not really an equivalent 
because the post in Crete is one, of more 
posts, reserved for the Consuls in question. 


ADDENBROOKE’S HOSPITAL BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 
COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 


EXTENSION BILL. 
Third Reading (which stood appointed 
for yesterday) put off to Monday next. 


POOR LAW (DISSOLUTION OF SCHOOL 
DISTRICTS AND ADJUSTMENTS) 
BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), 
passed. 


and 


MARINE STORE —— (IRELAND) 
BIL 
Read 3* (according to naniek with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 
considered on Monday next in order to 
its being suspended for the remainder of 
the session. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before One o'clock, 
a.m. to Monday next, Three 
o'clock. 


{7 Aveust 1903} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday 7th August, 1903. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

Cork Harbour Bill ; 
and Improvemenc Bill ; 
and Improvement Hill ; 
Railway Bill; North Eastern Railway 
Bill; Sheffield Corporation Bill ; South 
Yorkshire Joint Railways Bill ; Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage 
Board Bill. Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Ebbw Vale Water 
Erith Tramways 
Great Central 


Bradford Corporation Bill { Lords] ; 
Bury and District Joint Water Board 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


North-Western Electricity and Power- 
Gas Bill [Lords]. To be read the third 
time upon Monday next. 


Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tram- 
ways Bill{Lords]. A verbal Amendment 


made; Bill read the ihird time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 
Salford Corporation Bill [Lords] 


(King’s Consent signified). Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric 
Power Bill {Lords}. Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 220 
and 246, relating to Private Bills, be 
suspended for the remainder of the 
session. 


That as regards Private Bills to be 
returned by the House of Lords with 
Amendments such Amendments, (if un- 
opposed) be considered forthwith. 


That as regards Private Bills to be re- 
turned by the House of Lords with 
Amendments such Amendments (if op- 
posed) shall be considered at such times 
as the Chairman of Ways and Means 
may determine. 





387 Returns, 


That when it is intended to propose 
any Amendments thereto, a copy of such 
Amendments shall be deposited in the 
Private Bill Office, and notice given on 
the day on which the Bill shall have been 
returned from the Lords.—(The Chairman 
of Ways and Means.) 


Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords]. Ordered, 
That Standing Orders 211 and 236 be 
suspended, and that the Committee of 
Selection have leave to appoint the 
Committee on the Bill, to sit and pro- 
ceed on Tuesday llth August.—(The 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
without Amendment; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Wick and 
Pulteney Harbours Order Confirmation 
Bill, without Amendment. 


Seaforth and Sefton Junction Railway 
Bill, Coventry Electric Tramways Bill, 
Strabane and Letterkenny Railway Bill, 
now — Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy 
Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendment to Amendments to— 
East Ham Improvement Bill, without 
Amendment. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL PRICES. 
Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered 6th August; Mr. Gerald 


Balfour}; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 321.] 


TRADE (BRITISH COLONIES WITH 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th August; Mr. Gerald 


Balfour]: to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


[No. 322.] 


{COMMONS} 
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LOCAL GOVERN MENT BOARD. 
Copy presented, of Thirty-second 
Annual Report of the Loeal Government 
Board, 1902-3 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (DISTRIBU. 
TION OF GRANTS.) 

Copy presented, of Annual Report on 
the Distribution of Grants for Agricyl- 
tural Education and Research in the 
year 1902-3 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CANADA. 


Copy presented, of Address to His 
Majesty on Irish Affairs from the House 
of Commons of Canada, and the Reply 
thereto [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
No. 392 (St. Helena, Annual Report for 
1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 

Ordered, That the several Accounts 
and Papers which have been presented 
to the House in this session of Parlia- 
ment relating to the Revenues of India 
be referred to the consideration of a 
Committee of the whole House.—(Secre- 
tary Lord George Hamilton.) 


Resolved, That this House will, upon 
Thursday next, resolve itself into the 
said Committee.—(Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 


RAND MINES (NATIVE MORTALITY). 

Address for “ Return of the Statistics 
of Mortality, Sickness and Desertion 
amongst the natives employed in the 
Rand Mines during the period October, 
1902 to March, 1903.”—(Mr. Trevelyan.) 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SEC- 
TION 1 (7) OF THE ACT). 

Return ordered, “showing according 
to the accounts for the twelve months 
preceding the 3lst day of March, 1903, 
furnished to the Local Government 
Board under Section 1 (7) of the 
London (Equalisation of Rates) Act, 
1894; (1) The amounts paid during the 
year out of the Equalisation Fund under 
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the Act to the Corporation of the City 
of London and each of the Councils of 
Metropolitan Boroughs to whom pay- 
ments out of that fund were made ; (2) 
The amount of the expenses incurred 
during the year by each of these author- 
ities (a) under the Public Health (London) 
Act 1891 (including expenses of scaveng- 
ing streets) ; (b) in respect of lighting ; 
and (c) in respect of streets (other than 
the expenses of scavenging); and (3) 
The amount expended during the year 
by each such authority out of the sums 
received by them under the Act (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 301, of session 1902).”"—(Mr. Grant 
Lawson.) 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT, 1902-3. 


Return ordered, “showing, in respect 
of the financial year ended the 31st day 
of March, 1903, the distribution of the 
proceeds of the Local Taxation Licences, 
Estate Duty, and Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Duties paid into 
the Local Taxation Account in pursuance 
of the provisions of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888, the Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act, 1890, and 
The Finance Act, 1894 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 274, of 
segsion, 1902).”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


DUTIES ON BRITISH GOODS (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 
Order [24th April, 1902] for Return 
relative thereto read, and discharged.— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Marine ames jew Consolidation 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware of the desire of the 
shipping and commercial community 


that the Marine Insurance law Consoli- | 


dation Bill shall become law this session ; 
and, if so, whether he will take such 
steps as may be necessary to secure 
this end. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
have seen the documents which contain 


the evidence of the widespread desire on 


{7 Auaust 1903} 


Questions. 390 


'the part of the mercantile community 


that this Bill should become law. 
Personally, I should be most glad to see 
it pass. But the Bill is a long one ; it is 
full of detail, and as opposition has been 
threatened, and is, indeed, certain, 
I cannot entertain much hope that the 
necessary time for its passage can be 
found. 


Regulations as to the Importation of 
Dogs. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the hon. Member for North 
Huntingdonshire, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether he is aware that the character of 
the regulations as tothe importation of 
dogsimposed bythe Boardeighteen months 
ago has led to considerable smuggling of 
dogs into this country, and has thus in- 
creased rather than lessened the risk of 
the introduction of rabies ; and whether, 
having regard to the replies of the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agricuiture to 
Questions on the 26th November and 
4th December, 1902,7 to the effect that 
there have been only two instances of 
rabies in dogs imported, and that these 
cases had been promptly reported by the 
owners under the previous regulations, 
he will consider the advisability of revert- 
ing to the previous regulations, with such 
modifications as experience has shown to 
be advisable. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
Detailed inquiry is now being made by 
the Customs authorities as to the aliega- 
tion thata considerable numberof dogs are 
being smuggled into this country. The 
results of this inquiry will be available 
very shortly, and we shall then be in a 
position to determine whether any 
further amendment of the regulations is 
requisite, in order to prevent the risk of 
the re-introduction of rabies into Great 
Britain. I may add that the regulations 
to which the hon. Member refers were 
extensively contravened at every point, 
and that their administration was 
attended with a maximum of friction 
and difficulty. It was on these grounds 
that the late President of the Board de- 
cided to issue the Order now in force. 





+ See (4) Debates, cxv., 497 and 1302. 
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(Juestions, 





Pay of Dockyard Joiners. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether any decision has now been arrived 
at with regard to the petition affecting 
the pay of joiners in His Majesty’s Dock- 
yards, presented in October of last year. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) I 
must beg to refer my hon. friend 
to my reply to a Question on this subject 
asked by the hon. Member for 
Portsmouth, which was circulated with 
the Votes yesterday. 


Cost and Plans of Proposed Extension of 
British Museum. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): To ask the hon. Member for 
West Derbyshire, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, what is 
the total estimated cost of the proposed 
extension of the British Museum, towards 
which £150,000 is allocated in the Public 
Buildings Extension Bill. 


(Answered by Mv. Victor Cavendish.) The 
total estimated cost is £200,000, of which 
£50,000 will, as stated in the note to the 
schedule of the Bill, be provided out of 
funds bequeathed to the trustees. 


Lorp BALCARRES: To ask the 
hon. Member for West Derbyshire, 
as representing the First Commisioner of 
Works, if any plans have been prepared 
for the proposed extension of the British 
Museum ; and, if so, by what architect. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Sketch plans have been prepared by the 
principal architect of the Office of Works 
for an extension of the Museum by the 
erection of a new block in Montague 
Place. The designs have been prepared 
to accord with the architecture and 
arrangements of the existing uildings. 
The First Commissioner will undertake 
to have the plans exhibited in the Tea 
Room on Monday next, the 10th. 


Model of Proposed National Memorial to 
ueen Victoria. 


Lorp BALCARRES: To ask the 
hon. Member for West Derbyshire, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, if i. is proposed to exhibit a 
model of the national memorial to Her 
late Majesty Queen Victoria. 
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(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The First Commissioner is informed that 
the model has been made for the use of 
the architect and sculptor, and that there 
is no intention to exhibit it publicly ; 
but that, when the model is placed next 
October in a convenient place, Members 
will be allowed an opportunity of seeing 
It. 


Rates paid by Railway Companies to Local 
Authorities. 

Sr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he can state 
the total aggregate amount of rates paid 
to local authorities by the railway com- 
panies of the United Kingdom in each 
of the years 1882, 1892, and 1902. 


(Answered ly Mr. Gerald Ealfour.) 
The Returns furnished to the Board of 
Trade by the Railway Companies do not 
distinguish rates and taxes separately. 
The total amount of rates and taxes in- 
cluded in these Returns for the year 
1882 was £1,773,634, for 1892 £2,368,558, 
and for 1902 £4,227,593. 


Irish Postal Order Department. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can explain why there is a 
special postal order branch of the 
General Post Office in London dealing 
exclusively with postal order work, while 
there is not a corresponding special 
postal order branch in Dublin for Irish 
postal; order work ; why the Accountant 
in Dublin deals with the Irish total 
issues and payments, as they affect each 
postmaster’s cash account, only to the 
same extent that the Controller and 
Accountant General’s Department in 
London deals with English total issues 
and payments; and why the details of 
Irish postal order work are mainly dealt 
with at the postal order branch in 
London. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
As I explained to the hon. Member on 
the lst ultimo,? for the sake of simplicity 
of working, all postal orders in the 
United Kingdom are issued from and 
returned to London, where the detailed 





+ See (4) Debates, exxvi., 1585. 





+ See (4) Debates, exxiv., 1028. 
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work in connection with the orders 
must consequently take place. 


Irish Non-voted Accounts. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, if he will state the 
names of the Irish non-voted accounts 
which are paid for out of Irish moneys, 
not out of Imperial funds, and which 
are audited by the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General in London, and the 
amount paid out of these Irish moneys 
to the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
for auditing each of these accounts ; and 
whether, having regard to the facet that 
this Irish money is at present spent in 
London, arrangements will be made to 
have the accounts audited in Dublin so 
that this Irish money may be spent in 


Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) All the 
amounts paid out of Irish moneys for 
the audit of Irish non-voted accounts 
are £100 and £180 for the audit respec- 
tively of the Intermediate Education and 
Irish Church Temporalities Accounts. 
The audit is partly carried out in Dublin, 
and it is not considered desirable to make 
any change in the present arrangements. 


Grant to Scottish National Gallery. 

Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow College): To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, whether, in view of the 
fact that the Committee on the Board of 
Manufactures has been unable to present 
its Report in time for consideration this 
session, he will take steps to prevent the 
National Gallery, Scotland, from losing 
during the present financial year the 
benefit of the promise of a grant for the 
purchase of pictures made by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on 26th June 
1902.7 


(Answered by Mr, Elliot.) Tt will be 
possible to ask Parliament for a grant 
for the National Gallery of Scotland in 
respe:t o! the current financial year if, 
on consideration of the Committee's 
Report, it shall appear that the conditions 
laid down by the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer are satisfactorily fulfilled. 





+ See (4) Debates, ex., 213. 
VOL, CXXVII. [Fourts Series.] 
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Central Telegraph Office, London— 
Meat Reliefs. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): To ask the Postmaster-General, 
whether the alteration of the regulations 
concerning meal reliefs for telegraphists, 
that on all continuous duti-s of eight 
hours, day or night, thirty minutes for 
meal relief are to be granted, is to be 
applied to the Central Telegraph Office, 
London ; and, if so, whether he will state 
when. the new arrangements will come 
into operation at this office. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
A notification has been issued to the 
staff of the Central Telegraph Office ex- 
plaining the modifications which have 
been made in the rules relating to meal 
reliefs so far as they affect that office. If 
any member of the staff requires further 
information he should apply to the Con- 
troller. 


Rynn and Black River Drainage, 
County Leitrim. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
area of chargefor the Rynn and Black 
River, County Leitrim, drainage; and 
whether, seeing that most of the drainage 
works were done on Colonel Clements’ 
estate, can he state whether the whole 
of Colonel Clements’ estate is liable for 
the tax. and will he also explain why the 
area of charge has been reduced and 
state what area has benefited by the re- 
duction. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
area of charge inthe Rynn and Black 
River Drainage District is 4,695 acres, 2 
roods, and 20 perches. In 1859 drainage 
works were carried out on the estates of 
thirty-eight proprietors, the lands of each 
of whom became liable for repayment of 
the loan advanced, namely, £15,000, in 
proportion to the benefits derived by the 
lands. The loan has been repaid. In 
1894 the Board carried out works of 
maintenance under the Drainage Main- 
tenance Act, 1866, and Colonel Clements 
became liable in respect of his improved 
lands in the district for about one-sixth 
of the Board’s charge at foot of advances 
for those works, which came to £2,713. 
If Colonel Clements has lands outside 

O 
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the drainage district they would not be 
subject to the charge. The area of 
charge has at no time been reduced. 


(Questions. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the fact 
that money was borrowed for the Rynn 
and Black River drainage in County 
Leitrim, prior to 1889, he will say if 
those tenants who purchased their 
holdings in 1889 and 1890, are to be 
charged with the repayment of a sum 
their consent to borrow which was not 
asked ; and whether he will give par- 
ticulars as to the nature of the levies 
made in respect of these loans, the sum 
realised, and state whether the person 
who superintends the drainage is the 
collector of the drainage tax. 


" (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The only 
loan advanced by the Board of Works 
in respect of this drainage district, prior 
to 1889, was the sum of £15,000, 
referred to in my answer to the hon. 
Member’s preceding Question. Repay- 
ment of this loan was completed in 1881. 
A sum of £2,713 was advanced by the 
Board in 1894 as the cost of putting the 
district in order under the Drainage 
Maintenance Act, 1866. The last 
instalment of this advance will fall due 
in 1905. Thisis the only advance for 
which the present proprietors are liable ; 
it was made for works of repair 
executed by the Board under their 
compulsory powers, and the consent of 
the proprietors was not necessary. The 
sum annually leviable on foot of this 
advance is £301. The principal realised 
to the present date is £2,024. The 
maintenance rate is collectes|, for the 
trustees of the drainage dist.tx, but by 
whom I have no official information. 


Education of Tamil Children in Ceylon. 

Smrr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N. E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he is aware of the absence of provision 
for the primary education of the children 
of the large Tamil population employed 
on tea estates in Ceylon; and, if so, 
whether he will urge on the Govern- 
ment of that island the desirability of 
establishing schools for their benefit. 


{COMMONS} 





(Questions. 


(Answered by, Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
The attention of the Governor of Ceylon 
has already been called to the subject of 
the hon. Member’s Question, and I am 
awaiting his report. 


Transfer of Aden from India Office to 
Foreign Office. 

Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG. 
GREE: To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the contemplated 
transfer of Aden from the Government 
of India to the Foreign Office has been 
further considered; and, if so, whether 
any decision has been arrived at. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) At 
the present time I can only say that the 
proposal is still under the consideration 
of His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. E. T. Hooley. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Noitinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of Bradshaw v. Kelly, 
tried before Mr. Justice Darling at the 
Royal Courts of Justice on 6th August, 
and to the statement of the learned 
Judge that the proceedings of Mr. E. T. 
Hooley in this case were fraudulent, 
that every document in the case was a 
fraud, and that from the inception of 
the proceedings there‘had been nothing 
but fraud ; and, if so, whether he intends 
to advise the Public Prosecutor to com- 
mence criminal proceedings against the 
person or persons who have committed 
these frauds. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) 1 have 
asked the Director of Public Prosecutions 
to make inquiries as to this case. 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask Mr. Attor- 
ney-General whether his attention has 
been drawn to the case of Moore vy. 
Hooley, tried before Mr. Justice Buckley 
at the Royal Courts of Justice on 5th 
August, and te the statement of the 
learned Judge that he did not believe a 
word of the evidence given on oath by a 
Mr. E. T. Hooley, an _ uncertificated 
bankrupt ; and, if so, whether he intends 
to advise the public prosecutor to com- 
mence proceedings for perjury against 
this man. 
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Motor-Cars 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) 1 
have asked the Director of Public Prose- 
cutions to inquire into this case. 


MOTOR-CARS BILL [LORDS]. 
(Considered in Committee.) 


(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1. 


*Mr. CHAIRMAN: The first Amend- 
ment on the Paper standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for Coventry 
ought to be moved as a new clause. 


Tut PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lona, Bristol, S.) said that for the con- 
venience of the Committee he wished to 
state that he had considered the sug- 
gestion contained in the Amendment of 
his hon. friend, and having regard to 
the fact that a great deal of what they 
were doing must necessarily be of a 
somew hat speculative character, he wished 
to announce that he should be prepared 
in the proper place to accept an Amend- 
ment to that effect. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said the object of the 
Amendment which he had to move was 
to make it clear that if the owner was 
on the car when _the driver contravened 
any of the regulations of this Act, that 
the owner should be liable as well as the 
driver. In the other House a some- 
what similar Amendment was moved, 
and it was stated by the Lord Chan- 
cellor that it was unnecessary, because 
under the Summary Jurisdiction Act of 
1895 any person who aided and 
abetted would be equally liable with the 
driver. It seemed to him, however, 
that that objection was unreasonable, 
because if the owner was already liable 
itcould do no harm to make him liable 
under this Act. He thought it was 


advisable to put all the penalties and 
clauses into one Act, so that there 
would be no confusion as to whether 
any person came under this Act or not. 
Justices of the peace might overlook the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, and in order 
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to make the law perfectly clear he 
thought this Amendment should be 
inserted. Under the Summary Juris- 
diction Act they would have to prove 
that the owner himself aided and 
abetted, and that would be a very 
difficult matter. He trusted that his 
right hon. friend would be able to 
accept this Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘drives, 
to insert the words ‘or being an owner per- 
mits when present.’”—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those 


words be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said they all 
agreed that the person chiefly responsible 
for the offence should be himself liable 
to the penalties, but this was not the 
result which would follow from tie 
adoption of this Amendment. The hon. 
Baronet had correctly stated what took 
place in the House of Lords, but there 
would be very great danger if the words 
he had proposed were inserted that 
the effect would be to limit tke law 
which now existed. The hon. Baronet 
had only stated the effect in the 
case where the owner was in the car, 
but there was another case which, in his 
humble opinion, was even more deserving 
of punishment than the one to which 
he referred. Take the case of an owner 
who wished his car to meet a train at 
the station, and told his driver to 
catch the train at any cost. Under the 
law he would be guilty of aiding and 
abetting, but, if the words now suggested 
were put in, there would be a very con- 
siderable ri },of the liability not extending 
to the own. when he was not in the car. 
If the owner aided and abetted an 
offence, they wished to make him guilty 
of an offence, and he had been advised by 
the law officers that this Amendment 
would rather weaken than strengthen 
the law upon this point. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
FE.) said that surely the contention of the 
right hon. Gentleman pointed to the with- 
drawal of the words “ when present.” 
those words were omitted the Amend- 
ment would at once cover the case 
mentioned by the President of the Local 
Government Board. 
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Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) ; shown that the owner, whether present or 
said he should like to have the words | absent, would not be liable just the same 
“when present” inserted, in order that | as the driver. 


the presence of the owner should be | 
necessary to make him criminally liable. | *Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
‘ | minster) said they all agreed that if an 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) agreect that | 
the omission of the words “ when | 
present” would be an improvement. If | 
the owner permitted a breach of the | 
Act he should be made responsible. He 


did not think there would be any opposi- | 


owner permitted intentionally a breach of 
the law he ought to be made liable, 
If the words “ when present” were to 
remain, he would ask whether the 


'case could not be met by adding to 


the Amendment the words “or if 


| absent, intentionally or knowingly per- 


tion offered to this proposal. ; 
It seemed to him that those 


| mits.” 

Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said | words would cover any case of the owner 
he was quite willing to amend the | either ordering the driver to go at an 
Amendment by leaving out the words | excessive speed in his absence or of 
“when present.” | permitting the offence when he was 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
did not think the words “ when present ” 
should be omitted. 


dangerous driving when he did not 


happen to be in the car himself, and | 


He hoped 
would not 


knew nothing at all about it ? 
the right hon. Gentleman 
accept this Amendment. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) | 
' Amendment— 
ment Board had given a_ conclusive | 


said the President of the Loeal Govern- 


answer to the Amendment. Permission 


was a form of abetting, and under the | 


law any person who aided and abetted 
was equally liable to 


quite as strong as it would be by the 
insertion of these words. 
conceive a case in 


Were they going | 
to make the owner liabie for permitting | 


He could not | 
which it could be! 


present. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Robert FINLAy, Inverness Burghs) 
thought they would only get into greater 
difficulties if they added the words 
which had been suggested by the hon. 
Member for Westminster. The law 
as to aiding and abetting quite met the 


| case. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 


“In line 2 to leave out the words ‘when 
present.’ ” 


Amendment to proposed Amendment 


Dbetted | agreed to. 
the principal | 
offender, and the law as it stood was | 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 37; 
Noes, 72. (Division List No. 239). 


AYES. 


Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hick | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 


Greene, 
Joyce, Michael 


Brigg, John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Caldwell, James | Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 


Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Franvis Allston 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Dalkeith, Ear] of . 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 


| Lundon, W. 


| Rigg, Richard 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
| Randles, John 8. 


| Robinson, Brooke 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shackleton, David James 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spear, John Ward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W. BR.) 
Tomkinson, James . 
Toulmin, George 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifaz) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Frederick Banbury and 
Mr. Wallace + 





NOES. 


Allhusen, Aug. Henry Eden 
Atkinson, Rt. en Ske 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r. 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Broadhurst, Henry 


Bull, Willian James . 

Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Cochrane,Hon. ThomasH.A.E. 
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‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
eecen, Lord Alwyue 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E 
Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
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Fergusson, Rt Hn.sirJ.(Mane'r 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fuiler, J. M. F. 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horner, Frederick William 
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Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks,N.2.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lony,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol S. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott-( Hants. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Paulton, James M.llor 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


Bill. 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Spencer, RtHoC. R. (Northants 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes ) 
Stroyan, John 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Anstruther. 











Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) hoped 
it would be convenient to take the dis- 
cussion now on his Amendment proposing 
a speed limit of fifteen miles an hour. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it would 
be inconvenient from the point of view of 
the hon. Member and those who desired 
a speed limit to take this Amendment at 
the present stage. He thought they were 
all agreed on the Second Reading that if 
a speed limit was introduced into the Bill 
itshould not form part of that portion 
which carried with it the penalty of im- 
prisonment. He had himself put down 
an Amendment that raised the question 
in a precise form and dealt also with the 
question of penalties. It would be more 
convenient if the Committee postponed 
the discussion of the question of a speed 
limit until he moved that Amendment. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he was 
willing to agree to that if the suggestion 
would meet the convenience of the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. DALZIEL moved to leave out 
“recklessly or negligently, or” in line 6. 
He had placed this Amendment on the 
Paper with a view of obtaining from the 
President of the Local Government Board 
definition of the words he proposed to 
leave out. It seemed to him that it would 
be exceedingly ditticult for these words to 
be detined, more especially in view of the 
fact that in nine cases out of ten it would 
be the local policeman who would have to 
interpret what was reckless or negligent. 
A stronger reason why the words should 
be left out was that they were unneces- 


Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 








sary. If they were left out anyone 
driving to the danger of the public would 
still be liable to all the penalties provided 
in the Bill. Surely a person driving 
dangerously was driving recklessly and 
negligently. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“*Tn page 1, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘recklessly or negligently, or.’ ”°—(Mi. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not think it necessary 
to press the Amendment. It had been 
extremely difficult to frame this clause 
so as to carry out what they all desired. 
Speaking for the Government, he said 
that what they desired was that they 
should not do anything which would be 
unjust to people who owned motor-cars, 
but at the same time they had felt that 
the present condition of things made it 
absolutely necessary to legislate for the 
protection of the public. It was not 
only life and limb, but the general con- 
venience of the public that should be 
safeguarded, and the proposals in the 
Bill were framed in order that it should 
be part of the duty of those using 
motor-cars to obviate as far as possible 
any discomfort to other people who had 
a right touse the road. There could be 
no doubt that the leaving out of the 
words in the Amendment would very 
much weaken the clause, and would not 
carry with it that protection the public 
had a right to have. The user of a 
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motor-car ought to realise as he went 
along that he must use the road ina 
way consistent with the general con- 
venience of others who used it. He 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market) said he did not think that many 
Members of the Committee had much 
objection to the clause as it stood. There 
was an important point to which he 
wished to call attention—namely, that 
the whole of this clause was very 
stringent. They hoped that later on 





the President of the Local Government | 
give a| 


Board would see his way to 
more easy ard effective kind of appeal 
than was provided for under the Bill as 
it stood. Otherwise he thought the 
clause would operate very unjustly. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney, Central) 
moved to leave out “or at a speed” in 
line 6. It wouid be generally agreed, 
now that the right hon. Gentleman con- 
sidered a speed limit desirable, that they 
should omit these words. He was very 
much afraid that if they were left to be 
interpreted by the magistrates, any speed 
in excess of the speed limit would be 
regarded as reckless and careless driving. 
He wished to make it clear to the magis- 
trate that there were two separate offences 
in the Bill, one being reckless driving 
and the other exceeding the speed limit. 
With regard to the first offence motorists 
were agreed that very heavy penalties 
should be imposed, but the second offence, 


which might be a mere technical infrac- | 
tion of the law regarding the speed 


limit, was one which hardly called for the 
same punishment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said his hon. 
friend was under a misapprehension. His 
argument was not applicable to this 
portion of the Bill. 


Mr. ALLHUSEN said he did not quite 
agree with that. There was not the 


slightest doubt that there was a disposi- 

tion on the part of magistrates and the 

public to regard mere speed as dangerous, 

and he thought it was necessary to make 

it quite clear that driving in excess of 

the speed limit did not necessarily con- 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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stitute reckless driving. He was afraid 
that the magistrates would say that the 
speed limit fixed by the Bill was the safe 
speed laid down by Parliament, and that 
a mile or two in excess of it was nota 
safe speed, because Parliament had limited 
the speed to a certain number of miles per 
hour. He thought motorists should have 
some protection against the prejudices 
which certain benches of magistrates had 
already exhibited, and he had not the 
slightest doubt that a motorist for driving 
at thirty miles an hour--assuming the 
speed limit to be fixed at twenty-five— 
would not only be convicted of exceeding 
the speed limit, but also of reckless and 
careless driving, if these words were left 
in. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words, 
‘orat a speed.’ ”—( Mr. Al/husen.) 





Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
| clause.” 
| 
Mr. WALTER LONG hoped his hon. 
| friend would not press the Amendment. 
| He was under a complete misapprehension 
as to the effect of inserting these words 
in the clause. What the Government 
proposed would not materially alter the 
existing law, but collect the law from 
existing statutes and Local Government 
Board regulations into Sub-section 1 of 
the clause in order to make it as clear as 
they could make it, that apart altogether 
from the speed limit, whether it was 
twelve or 120 miles an hour, there was a 
totally different offence—namely, reckless 
and negligent idriving. If they took 
these words out of the clause they 
would weaken the law as it now stood. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, §) 
said that the effect of the Amendment 
would be to wreck the Bill. The danger 
of a speed limit was that a man would 
never be convicted of furious driving 80 
long as he kept within the maximum 
limit. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) 
said he hoped that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would accept the Amendment which 
did not repeal any right that the public 
had under the common law, but would 
rather strengthen the common law. 
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*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) said that the whole of this 
clause was very stringent, and he hoped 
the President of the Local Government 
Board would see his way to give some 
more easy and effective power of appeal 
than there was in the Bill as it stood. 


Mr. ALLHUSEN said that after the 
expression of opinion that had been given 
by the Committee he would ask leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave withdrawn. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 
said that it was very difficult for a magis- 
trate to say what amount of traffic ‘might 
be expected to be on the highway ” at any 
particular time. He therefore moved the 
omission of the words in the sub-section 
of Clause 1, “ And to the amount of 
traffic which actually at the time, or which 
might beexpected to be on the highway.” 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 8, to leave out from the word 
‘highway’ to the word ‘that,’ in line 10.” 
(Mr. Brigg.) 


Question proposed “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was 
rather curious that this Amendment had 
been put down on the Paper by opposing 
sides on this Bill; and that both those 
who desired to protect the rights of 
motorists and those who claimed to pro 
tect the public, objected to these words. 
The insertion of these words, however, 
was due to the decision in a case of 
“Mayhew v. Sutton” which was to 
the effect that the driver of a motor- 
car must not only have regard to the 
amount of traffic he saw on the road, 
but to what might reasonably be 
expected to come on to the road from 
cross roads, leading into it, or out of 
lodge gates. 


Mayor JAMESON ‘Clare, W.) said that 
he heartily supported the Amendment. 
It was the most absurd thing in the 
world to give a magistrate power to say 
what traffic might be expected on the 
highway. 
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Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham) said he hoped that his right 
hon. friend would accept this Amend- 
ment, because it was very undesirable 
that vague terms should be used in this 
Act. 


Mr. WALLACE said that the magis- 
trates might forget one important 
circumstance, and that was the condition 
of the highway. Although the previous 
words might be sufficient, it would be 
safer to leave these words in also. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
stand by the words in the clause. 
Nobody could be prejudiced by these 
words. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock, ) 
said that suppose a farmer opened his 
gate to let his cattle cross the road ; such 
a possibility as that ought to be kept in 
view by those making use of motor-cars. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he hoped the 
President of the Local Government 
Board would keep an open mind on this 
Amendment. There was not a road in 
the whole country which had not 
another road turning into it. What 
they appeared to be doing was setting 
traps in order that motorists might -be 
caught. They might as well call this 
Bill at once a Motor-car Abolition Bill. 
It was iniquitous when a road was clear 
that a man might be summoned because, 
under circumstances not defined, there 
might be traffic in the road which was 
then clear. He never heard of such 
words being put into any Bill, and he 
thought it was absolutely preposterous. 
He hoped the House would not be pre- 
judiced to such an extent that it would 
be impossible for people to have motors 
at all. He sincerely hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said as he had 
put down an Amendment lower down in 
order to raise this discussion, might he 
point out to those who were pressing so 
hard for the retention of these words 
that the real thing that caused all the 
difficulty was the extremely heavy penalty 
for the first offence. A man was liable 
to be sent to prison. For that reason it 
was extremely awkward to have a lot of 
loose, ambiguous words put into the 
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clause. The President of the Local 
Government Board was right in his 
endeavour to make this perfectly clear to 
the public, that they were to be protected, 
but he submitted that the real way out 
of the difficulty was to take it out of the 
power of the magistrate to send to 
prison for the first offence, and make 
imprisonment the penalty for the second 
offence, so as to give people time to find 
out what the opinion of the magistrate 
was as to reckless driving. These were a 
lot of new words, and nobody knew 
what these particular words might be 
held to mean, or what style of speed and 
driving might be held to be covered by 
the words. The real way out of the 
difficulty would be to take these words 
out of the clause, and give up the 
attempt to enforce such a heavy penalty 
in the first instance, having regard to the 
fact that some of the magistrates were 
hostile to motoring. 


Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT said no 
one would wish to restrict unneces- 
sarily a very important branch of in- 
dustry, and to repeat the mistakes com- 


mitted in other Bills; but on the other 


hand the personal safety of the public 
had to have equal consideration. — It 
seemed to him that on the whole these 
words ought to be retained. It was said 
that previous words covered these heads. 
That might be so. The additional words 
were simply suggestive to the bench of a 
consideration which under no circum- 
stances ought to be lost sight of. There 
was one particular reason for the inclu- 
sion of these words, and that was that 
the whole of the public were entitled to 
the use of the roads at law, and there 
might be places that were particularly 
dangerous. If that was so, they ought 
to be relieved of the terrible anxiety they 
were under about motor-cars at points of 
danger, and therefore additional caution 
should be imposed on the drivers of 
motor-cars. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said the 
argument of the hon. member for Isling- 
ton, although supposed to be in favour of 
the Amendment, was fatal to it, for the 
reason that he was trying to make these 
vague words explicit. The Committee 


had already passed words which were as 
vague as they could be “ that they should 
have regard to all the circumstances.” 


Mr Seely. 
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These words covered all the cases in 
esse and in posse, and if the extension 
stopped there they would have loose, 
vague, and ambiguous language, which 
would have this two-fold effect. It might 
mislead the magistrates, and would 
mislead the public. 


Mr. SEELY said he objected to the 
latter half. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said the 
magistrate had to determine whether 
a motor was being driven recklessly 
or negligently or at a pace that 
seemed to him to be reckless. There 
was a general principle of law that 
loose and ambiguous language should 
be avoided, because the tribunal c:lled 
upon to intcrpret an Act could 
have no idea of the intentions of 
Parliament when passing it, and be- 
cause the public did not know what 
they had to do under the Act. If it 
was stated explicitly that the motorist 
was to have regard to the actual traffic 
in the road and the possibility of traffic 
arising the matter was made clear. 
For these reasons he trusted the right 
hon. Gentleman would not oppose the 
Ameudment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 
pointed out that Clause 8 proposed the 
erection of signposts ly the County 
Councils at dangerous places, and sug- 
gested the erection of warning signals 
also at avenues and by-roads. He 
thought the words were vague and that 
it was not an unreasonable thing to ask 
County Councils, at dangerous corners 
to put up notices that the motorist 
should slow down. 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) opposed the Amendment. He 
said many of the country roads were 
very narrow, and a speed which was 
quite safe on the average road might be 
very unsafe in such roads. It might be 
reckless to go at even fifteen miles an 
hour in some of these narrow lanes. 
He had received notice of a case, which 
occurred in his constituency, where one 
of his constituents was driving down 4 
road which was only seventeen feet wide 
from hedge to hedge, and only thirteen 
feet wide when three feet was allowed 
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for each ditch. A motor-car which was 
seven feet wide was coming the other, 
way ; there was no room for the horse | 
and trap to pass and there was the) 
inevitable spill. He thought these | 
words strengthened the Bill, and made 
the matter quite clear, and gave the 
confidence that the users of the road 
should receive that consideration from | 
the motorists which they had a right to | 
expect. 


{7 Aueust 1903} 
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in the regulations did not appear to be 
conveyed by those words. This language 
had been put into this Bill in order that 
that, which was now the law by the 
definitions of the High Court, should 
not only remain the law but that it 
should be clearly shown in the statute 
that the interpretation placed upon it by 
the Lord Chief Justice was justified by 
the language in the Bill. It was in the 
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interest, therefore, of those who used the 


roads. Thesuggested Amendment would 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 
said although he did not like motor-| 
cars at all he was glad a Bill had been 
brought in to deal with them. He’ 
thought those words were a little am- 
biguous. What this Bill was trying to 
prevent in this matter was giving a_| 
loophole to persecution. He thought | 
the clause was quite strong enough and | 
that if prosecutions were taken under | 
this clause, with these words, in motorists | 
would be turned into martyrs. 


Mr. BRIGG said the object he had in 
putting down the Amendment which 
stood in his name was to make the clause 
more simple and to give greater control 
over motor-cars on public highways and to 
give the magistrates greater latitude | 
and discretion in this matter. But as’ 
the feeling of the Committee was in 
favour of the principle that the safety 
must be had regard to it would not be 
necessary to press the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he had been asked 
by the hon. Member for Louth to move 
the Amendment which he had previously | 
suggested. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to see his way 
to accept it. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ must,’ | 
to insert the words ‘having regard to the 
provisions of Section 8.’”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed “ That those words | 
be there inserted.” | 


Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out 
that this language had been used in this 
Bill in order to make clear what the law | 
was, because it had been said that the 
interpretation by the Courts of the words 


destroy this section altogether. Clause 
8 proposed a different thing altogether. 
Clause 8 proposed that in specially 
dangercus places the local authorities 
should mark them as being specially 
dangerous. This section was to deal 
with the general conditions of the road 
under other circumstances. He could 
not accept the Amendment. 


Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR (Christ- 


church) suggested that if the right hon. 


Gentleman could not accept the Amend- 
ment he might accept the word “ reason- 
ably.” He thought the words suggested 
by the hon. Member for Louth would be 


better, but if the right hon. Gentleman 


could not accept the Amendment he 
would suggest that heshould accept the 
word “ reasonably.” 


Mr. DALZIEL said the remarks of 
the right hon. Gentleman were no 
answer to the Amendment, and therefore 
he would be compelled to take the feeling 


/of the Committee on the matter. What 


was the objection to County Councils 
being compelled to put up posts at 
dangerous places, 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew- 
shire, ,W.) said the proposal of the hon. 
Gentleman*the Member for Louth to 
put up a post at every dangerous point 


_would result in every farm gate having a 


post put up against it. That would inflict 
an intolerable burden on the County 
Council. 


Mr. BAYLEY saidthat the non-erection 
of a post by the County Council might 
result in this—a motorist could go at any 
space he liked, and it would be contended 
by him in case of an accident that as there 
was no danger-signal the pace was not 
dangerous. This Amendment would 
remove all that. 





411 Motor-Cars 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said this was 
a matter upon which the motorist felt very 
strongly. 
President of the Local Government Board 
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Mr. DALZIEL having regard to the 


‘remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 


He suggested that if the. 


would insert the word “ reasonably” before | 


“expected ” it might be accepted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said there was a | 


good deal tobe said against the right hon. 
Gentleman's contention. First of all 
they had to deal with the fact that the man 
was a stranger. He came to a strange 
place, saw the road clear and thought it was 
all right. He had never been in the place 
before, but the bench considered this 
a dangerous spot. He came into a 
district which, in the opinion of the 
magistrate, was an infected area. Surely 
it was not uureasonable to suggest to 
tourists that certain places were danger- 
ous, and that a motorist should not go 
more than so many miles an hour. A 
man ought certainly be warned before 
le could be sent to gaol. Was human 
liberty in England such a small thing 
that for the sake of a half-crown gate- 
post they were going to send a man to 
gaol fora month. Ifso he was glad he 
was not an Englishman. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon. 
Gentleman appeared to have forgotten 
that the liberty and very often the lives 
of the people who used the roads was at 
stake. The hon. Gentleman had put the 
identical case in which he wished to 
protect the people and to insure that 
the utmost precautions should be taken 
by motorists, who did not know where 
these places might be. If these words 
were necessary, then to assent to the 
Amendment suggested would limit the 
clause in such a manner as to make it 
perfectly worthless. If on the other 
hand every spot had to be marked it 
would be placing work upon County 
Councils which no County Council 
could, would, or ouglit to be asked 
todo. The hon. Member for the New 
Forest Division of Hampshire had 
asked him to accept the word ‘‘ reason- 
ably.” 
accepted the word “reasonably” all 


discussion upon this particular point | 


would be determined he would accept 
the word as a compromise. If it was 
not so understood, and the discussion 


If it was understood that if he | 


begged leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ might,’ 
to insert the word ‘reasonably.’ ”—(Mr. Scott- 
Montague.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SEELY pointed out that, after 
all, motor cars had as much right to the 
use of the roads as any people who used 
horses. Many people thought motor- 
cars were purely a luxury for the rich, 
and thatthe people who drove them de- 
served no consideration whatever, but the 
drivers of these cars were working men, 
mechanics, who, although they were 
receiving good wages no doubt had as 
much right to protection as anybody 
else. The idea tkat people who drove 
and rode on the roads were never guilty 
of any carelessness or recklessness was 
not altogether borne out by the facts. 
Everybody knew what a large number 
of aceidents occurred to horse-drawn 
vehicles, and every body was satisfied 
with the penalties imposed in those 
cases. He had put down the Amend- 
ment which stood in his name because 
he could not see why special rules and 
regulations should be attached to motor- 
ing, which carried special penalties. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 11, to leave out the words, 
‘this Act,’ and insert the words, ‘the Highway 
Act, 1835.’ ”—(Mr. Seely.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he hoped 
this Amendment would not be pressed, 
because it was not difficult to realise 
that if it were carried they would 
entirely destroy that part of the Bill 
which emphasised the gravity of the 
offence which necessitated the imposition 
of these penalties. Everybody knew 


was to go on indefinitely, of course he| that while the great bulk of motor- 


could not accept it. 


car drivers had done, their best to be 
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reasonable, there were some who dis- 
obeyed the law openly, paid their fines 
time after time and did not care. 
Those persons must be taught to obey 
the law. He could not accept the 
Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he rose to 
move the Amendment standing in his 
name. He moved it in redemption of 
the promise he had given tothe House 
onthe second reading of the Bill. He 
then undertook to bring up in Com 
mittee an Amendment which should 
impose a distinct limit of speed, 
and which should also indicate that 
where that limit was exceeded the 
penalty should not be the penalty of 
Section 1, namely, imprisonment, but 
a fine. Speaking generally, he believed 
that was the compromise ‘arrived at, 
and he now endeavoured to redeem his 
promise by the Amendment he now 
moved. A great many gentlemen ap- 
proached this question asif they thought 
a speed of twenty-five miles would mean 
the average speed during a journey. 
He believed, however, it would not be 
unfair to assume that taken over an 
ordinary journey, whatever the maxi- 
mum, the average speed would be little 
more than half—that was to say, if the 
maximum was to be taken at twenty five, 
the average speed under existing con- 
ditions, and still more under the new 
conditions, would not exceed half the 
maximum. He asked the Committee 
to approach this question from a 
common-sense point of view. He did 
not think it was desirable to set the 
limit so low as to make it almost im- 
possible for the driver to keep within it. 
Having regard to the fact that they 
were giving the public protection in the 
matter of car registration and the 
licensing of drivers, was it unreasonable 
to put the maximum limit of speed at a 
mileage which would enable the car to 
travel an average journey. He did not 
think it was. He also did not think it 
was desirable to set the limit so low as 
to make it almost impossible for the 
driver to keep within it. Another point 
for consideration had reference to those 
persons who broke the Jaw with regard 
to the speed limit, but who should not be 
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liable to imprisonment. Those who ob- 
jected to this portion of the Amendment 
apparently did not realise what the 
effect of the Bill would be. There was 
first of all a statutory declaration that a 
certain speed limit should not be ex- 
ceeded; but, if a driver drove not merely 
at a greater rate than this, but at any 
rate up to the maximum so as to en- 
danger the lives and the limbs of the 
general public, he was liable to the full 
penalties provided in the Bill, and came 
under the operation of Section 1. Only 
in cases where the limit was exceeded 
without there being any risk to the 
public would the lesser penalty be im- 
posed. He asked the Committee to 
accept this Amendment as a compromise 
on a most difficult question. On the 
Report stage he would ask permission 
to incorporate this sub-section in 
Clause 7, because he wished to see the 
two classes of offences kept quite distinct. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 1], at end to insert the 
words, ‘ (2) A person shall not under any cir- 
cumstances drive a motor-car at a speed ex- 
ceeding twenty-five miles an hour, ard if any 
person acts in contravention of this provision 
he shall be liable on summary conviction in 
respect of the first offence to a fine not exceed- 
ing £10, and in respect of the second offence to 
a fine not exceeding £20, and in res pect of any 
subsequent offence to a fine not exceeding 
£50.’ "—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Question proposed, “That these words 
be there inserted.” 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT thought it 
necessary to insert in the first line after 
“ car,” the words “on a public highway.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG: | agree to it. 
I will move it in that form. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) ob- 
jected to the insertion of the words, 
“on a public highway.” The Royal 
Parks were not public highways, and 
protection was certainly needed in the 
Pheenix Park, Dublin, against reckless 
drivers. , 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said his sugges- 
tion was that the sub-section should 
read, “A person shall not under any 
circumstances drive a motor-car ‘on a 
public highway’ at a speed exceeding 
twenty-five miles an hour.” He argued 
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that some qualification of this kind was | 
needed in the interest of industrial | 
progress, otherwise people would not be | 
at liberty to test the speeds of motor-cars 
even on a private trial ground. Without 
these qualifying words also the manu- 
facturers of this country would be unable 
to compete with foreign competitors, | 
and the sub-section would be subversive | 
of all trade interests. 
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away in the interests of one section. 


The Bill would not unduly interfere 


with trade. It was not the manu- 
facturers who wanted the high-speed 
regulation; it was only the selfish 
pleasure seeker who wanted to he 
allowed to rush all over the country, 
and to dash through the narrow streets 


of our villages oblivious of the safety of 


the hundreds of thousands of children 


whose sole playground was the roadway. 


Amendment amended by inserting in 
line 1, after the word “car” the words 
“on a public highway.”—(Sir Albert 
Rollit ) 


Mr. BROADHURST said that in 
moving to reduce the speed limit to 
fifteen miles he would not detain the 
Committee at any length, for the ques- 
tion had been fully argued on the 
Second Reading. They desired to get 
the Bill through if possible, and he for 
one was not an opponent of motors as 
such. He was, indeed, in favour of 
using them in bounds of reason, and 
not to the alarm and danger of the 
public using the highways. Even 
fifteen miles was a great speed to travel 
on a public highway and twenty-five 
miles in his judgment was far too high. 
Such a high limit would involve all the 
dangers they now ran from the reckless 
driving of these machines from the 
nether regions. He did not know if 
many hon. Members had seen how 
these high-speed motors on the high- 
way caused alarm, consternation and 
dismay in the minds of inoffensive 
people who be it remembered had as 
much right to use the roads as the 
motorist. He had been personally in- 
convenienced ; he had been in danger, 
and he felt very strongly that in the 
public interest the speed should be 
limited. Fifteen miles was sufficiently 
high, and any one going at a greater 
rate could not enjoy the beauties of the 
scenery. All they experienced was a 
maddening sensation of rushing through 
the air careless of the comfort and 
pleasure of other people. Unfortunately, 
motor-car owners and drivers were 
most unreasonable, and by their very 
unreason had made this legislation 
essential. He appealed to the House) 
to protect the rights of the citizens, | 


and not allow them to be taken | 


Sir Albert Rollit, 


| distance. 


He hoped that the House by a substantial 


majority would reduce the speed limit 


to fifteen miles. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 
‘In line 2, to leave out the words ‘ twenty- 


five’ and insert the word ‘hfteen.’”—(Mr. 
Broadhurst.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘twenty-five’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment, as amended.” 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said he 
had an Amendment on the Paper to 
fix twenty miles per hour as the 
speed limit, and he thought that was 
a more reasonable suggestion than the 

roposal now before the Committee. 

he Bill was very necessary, but he 

recognised that if it was to be carried 
some compromise would have to be 
made. He hoped twenty would be 
inserted instead of fifteen, and that 
the representatives of the motor interest 
would accept that as a compromise. 
(“ No.”) 


Mason JAMESON said that many of 
the criticisms of the hon. Member for 
Leicester arose from ignorance of the 
motor-car itself. In the recent public 
trials at Glasgow it had been proved 
that a motor-car going at twenty-five 
miles an hour could be brought to a 
standstill within a distance of fifteen 
feet, whereas a horse and cart travelling 
at only eight miles an hour could not 
be pulled up in less than three times that 
No motorist averaged twenty 
miles an hour over a whole tour; the 
idea was absurd. There were cases in 
which five miles an hour would be too 
great a speed, and the man who went 
at five miles an hour when there was 
danger ought to be punished, rather 
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than the man who travelled at thirty 
milesan hour when there was no danger. 
All these alarms were raised simply 
because Members had not taken the 
trouble to study the question. If thirty 
miles an hour was fixed as the limit 
it would probably be found that the 
average speed of a journey would not 
exceed fifteen miles an hour. The 
penalties were out of all reason, and 
twenty-five miles far too low a limit. 
Throughout the whole year there had 
not been a single fatal accident in the 
Metropolis, and yet it was proposed 
so to penalise this pursuit as to take 
away from it all pleasure and enjoy- 
ment. 


Mr. CRIPPS sa‘d the larger question 
was altogether outside this discussion 
as it had been decided that a speed 
limit should be imposed ; the only point 
was whether or not twenty-five miles 
an hour was a fair limit. No one 


desired to deal unfairly with motorists, | 


but the question had to be asked whether | 


| that if Parliament did not deal with the 


in view of the manner in which the roads 
wete used by children, pedestrians, and 
persons riding or driving, it was right 
to allow a four-ton vehicle to be driven 
along those roads at twenty-five miles an 
hour. In his opinion it was most certainly 
not. It wasa question not of the average, 
but of the maximim speed ; the average 
had nothing to do with the matter. The 
issue was a simple one, and having tried 
to arrive at a fair conclusion, he agreed 
with the hon. Member for Peckham that 
a limit of twenty miles an hour would 
protect the road traffic, and not in any 
way press unduly on the motorists. The 
ruling consideration was, that nobody, 
whether motorist or otherwise, ought to 
use the roads either to the danger or the 
inconvenience of the general public. 


Mr. WALLACE understwod the right 


hon. Gentleman to say that he had fixed | 


the limit of twenty-five miles, having 
regard to the average over the hour. if, 
however, he was disturbed by a vehicle 
rushing by at the rate of thirty or forty 
miles an hour, it would be no consolation 
to him to be told that the rate for the 
previous three-quarters of an hour had been 
only six miles an hour. He was a 
supporter of the fifteen mile limit, but if 
there was a general disposition on the 
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part of the House to accept the twenty 
mile limit, he would fall in with it. 


*Sir F. DIXON HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) thought the Committee had 
no idea of the feeling which existed in 
the country with regard to this question 
of speed. It was a singular fact that 
92 per cent. of the convictions in the 
counties for furious driving had been for 
speeds between twenty and twenty-five 
miles an hour, so that the whole of the 
present dispute was as between fifteen and 
twenty. It was not merely a question of 





danger. With a skilful driver the danger 
| might not be great ; it was also a question 
of convenience, and there was a general 
feeling, on the part of people, that in 
consequence of the speed at which motor- 
cars were driven, they dared not use 
| the roads, or allow their children to 
'use them. Another question was that 
'of the dust. That constituted a most 
/obnoxious annoyance to all parties. 
'He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
| would accept the fifteen miles limit. The 
feeling was so strong in certain districts 


|matter the people themselves would take 

steps to obstruct the traffic. He had 
‘heard it stated in some of the country 
| villages that if they liked they could stop 
‘all this themselves, for they declared that 
| they only needed to put down a few 
| boulders and then the motor-cars could 
|not go along that road. Of course, he 
|did not at all agree with that mode of 
‘settling the question, but it showed the 
| state of public feeling upon this question, 
and it would be much better to have a 
reasonable rate fixed. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said he was extremely shocked to hear 
the hon. Gentleman suggest even remotely 
that such an outrage as the placing of 
boulders upon the public highway should 
‘be perpetrated. He conyratulated the 
hon. Member upon his courage in making 
that statement, and he would remind him 
‘that if he had said that in Ireland he 
| would have been put in gaol. It was 
quite evident that if this Bill passed at all 
it would have to be passed by compromise. 
The President of the Local Government 
Board recognised the other day that com- 
promise was necessary, and he inserted a 
speed limit of twenty-five miles. Now the 
Member for Leicester had proposed that 
the limit should be fifteen miles, and while 
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he agreed with this proposal he suggested | could not find. He objected as much as 
that a compromise should be arrived at by | his fellow-men to the abuse of motor. 
splitting the difference and making the | cars by those who went at a high speed 


limit twenty miles. ‘This limit referred 
to rural districts and not to towns, where 
the speed would not be more than ten 
milesan hour. Under some circumstances 
ten or fifteen miles an hour would be a 
dangerous speed, but some outside limit 


must be arrived at, and while he thought | 


fifteen miles upon ordinary occasions 
would be quite sufficient, in the interests 
of this Bill passing, he suggested that they 
should split the difference. If they did 
not do this there would be a protracted 
discussion. The hon. Member who spoke 
about boulders had stated what was per- 
fectly true in regard to the public feeling, 
which was most intense upon this matter. 
He was satisfied that, from what he had 
seen in London, if something was not 
done to check the extravagant speed of 
motorists they would have public rioting 
in the streets. The feeling was so high 
that the public would probably take the 
law into their own hands. Whilst riding 
along a narrow country lane from Rich- 
mond on his bicycle he was overtaken by 
a motor-car and because he objected to 
run into the ditch in order to allow 
the motor to pass the driver abused him. 
He was sure the Committee would be 
pleased to hear that he speedily convinced 
that driver that if he was an expert 
motorist he was an expert in the art of 
abuse, and moreover he had public feeling 
upon his side. There was no doubt the 
feeling of the public was against motor- 
cars. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW said the 
hon. Member for the Uxbridge Division 
had urged upon the Committee the 
desirability of limiting the speed to 
fifteen, or even twelve, miles an hour 
in the interest of people resident in the 
country. He himself was not sure that 
it was in the interest of those who 
resided in the country districts to put 
undue restrictions on the use of motor- 
cars. One of the features of hopefulness 


for the people in the country districts | 


was the extraordinary facility given for 
locomotion by the use of motor-cars. 
He had some experience as a motorist, 
having been for a considerable time in 
the habit of using a motor-car, and he 
vould say that a more useful vehicle for 
getting from one place to another they 


Mr. William Redmond. 


and inconsiderately took the centre of 
the road, necessitating others to turn 
aside. That wasa reprehensible practice. 
He did not believe the ordinary user of a 
motor-car found it necessary to array 
himselfin strange habiliments, or even to 
put on spectacles, and as one who had 
himself suffered from the abuse of the 
road by drivers at too great a speed, he 
urged a compromise. He thought those 
who wished to keep the limit low 
probably did not realise the extraordinary 
rapidity with which a motor-car could be 
brought to rest. More ground would be 
covered, by a horse going eight miles an 
hour, before he could be brought to 
absolute rest than in the stoppage of a 
motor-car going at twenty-five miles an 
hour. But, knowing the strong feeling 
in the country, he would bein favour of 
the reduction ofthe speed to twenty miles 
an hour. As between fifteen and twenty- 
five he would vote for fifteen, but he 
hoped the hon. Member for Leicester 
would withdraw his Amendment in 
favour of a proposal by the hon. Member 
for Peckham to fix twenty miles as the 
limit. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
said he was not anxious to see a speed 
limit imposed at all, but as the passing of 
the Bill was the most important object 
before the Committee at present, he 
joined in the appeal of the hon. Baronet 
for a compromise. It was an undoubted 
fact that a motor going at twenty-five 
miles an hour was more under the control 
of the driver than a horse vehicle going 
at ten or eleven miles an hour. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) 
said that, as one who had experience of 
the Bath Road, he must say that his 
feelings were in accordance with those of 
the hon. Baronet when he said that he 
would rather see a speed limit of fifteen 
than twenty-five miles, but they could not 
shut their eyes to the fact that the Bill 
gave great advantages which they might 
lose if they did not arrive at a compro- 
mise. He was inclined to agree to the 
twenty miles speed limit. Motorists did 
not seem to understand that, owing to 
their fast driving and the dust they 
raised, life in cottages on the country 
| highways was almost intolerable. 

\ 
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*Mr. CHANNING said what they had 
to face was the fact that there were number 
of people who were determined to get out 
of the high road the same sort of pleasure 
they obtained from a fast run with the 
hounds. The fact had also to be faced 
that large profits were made by 
manufacturers who built high speed 
motor-cars. [Mr. Scorr Monracu: 
No, they are not paying dividends.] He 
did not know whether the companies 
paid dividends or not, but the hon. 
Member would not challenge the state- 
ment that a much higher price was 
paid for a high-power car than a 
low-power car. During the eighteen 
years he had been in the House he had 
paid as close attention as any man 
to questions relating to the ,safety of 
railway working. Did any man 
seriously contend that Parliament, in 
passing the Light Locomotives Act, 
1896, ever contemplated letting loose 
express engines on the high roads? 
Inthe railway legislation of the Board of 
Trade, on the railways the trains were 
confined to rails, and were checked by 
the system of block-signalling and other 
arrangements for securing the maximum 
of safety to the public. In the Light 
Railways Act also the greatest care was 
taken with regard to level crossings to 
avoid the dangers they were now consider- 
ing in connection with motor-cars passing 
along the public roads Were they, for 
the pleasure of a few gentlemen who 
wished to drive cars at an excessive 
speed—and he called twenty-five miles 
an excessive speed—to omit every pre- 
caution whatsoever in regard to a 
class of vehicles which were not con- 
fined to rails nor worked by any system 
of signals? Unless they restricted 
the speed theycould not secure that 
degree of safety which’ the people of 
the country desired. He thought there 
was very great reason for asking that 
the limit should be reduced to fifteen 
miles. He knew that motors could be 
turned or stopped with great quickness 
and in very narrow areas. That ought 
to be recognised by all who came to deal 
with the question practically, but he 
wholly denied that with a speed of over 
fifteen or sixteen miles an hour motor 
traffic could be safely managed in the 
rural districts. It was true that at a 
moderate speed vehicles like the electric 
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coupés in London could be steered with 
great skill and safety, but it did not 
follow that the same could be done 
at a high speed in rural districts. He 
urged that the speed limit for motors 
should only be slightly in excess of the 
speed of horse traific. He therefore did 
not agree with the proposed compromise 
of twenty miles. If the wealthy men 
who indulged in motoring desired a 
higher speed let them build roads for 
themselves ortake large tracts of country. 


Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR said 
it was in consequence of the action 
of a few evildoers that motorists were 
placed in their present position. The 
hon. Member for East Northampton- 
shire had referred to the electric cars in 
use in London. The fact of the matter 
was that the motor vehicles which had 
been running during the past yearin the 
suburbs of London had been responsible 
for one fatal accident, traction engines 
killed two, and cycles killed six persons. 
What did they find in regard to the 
slow-going, horse-drawn vehicles? In 
1901, in the Metropolitan area, vans, 
carts, and waggons were responsible for 
127 deaths, cabs for fourteen, and omni- 
buses for twenty-three. 


Sir PHILIP MUNTZ (Warwickshire, 
Tamworth) asked what was the propor- 
tion between the number of motor-cars 
and the number of horsed vehicles in the 
Metropolitan area for that year ? 


Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR said that 
information was not given; but he 
thought the fact he had quoted showed 
that motoring was not attended with 
danger to the public. It was a question 
more of control than of speed. Hon. 
Members did not seem to be aware of 
the powerful and effective way the 
brakes of motors worked. He sincerely 
hoped the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board would not give way. 


“Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said that the whole of the discussion 
had been from the point of view of the 
rich man. It was supposed that the 
poor man could get out of the way of 
danger when a motor-car, which had 
cost £500 or £600, was coming swing- 
ing a'ong at an express-train speed, 
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He might mention that twenty miles an 
hour was the speed of the ordinary Irish 
train, and no matter what rate of speed 
was fixed, there would alway. be the 
temptation and the inclination to exceed 
the rate of speed, and therefore to 
break the law, rather than to keep it. 
This practice of flying like demons all 
ever the country ought to be put a 
stop to. Being dissutisfied both with 
the twenty mile and the fifteen mile 
limit, he would propose an Amendment 
to the Amendment limiting the rate of 
speed to ten miles. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said that he could 
not accept an Amendment to an Amend- 
ment to an Amendment. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said he hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would adhere to the limit of 
speed which he had already fixed. In a 
few more years they might be able to 
know a little more ot the mechanism of 
motor-cars, and the speed at which 
they might be able safely to go, and 
then a Bi!l might be drawn fixing a 
maximum of speed which would be 
fairer in its application. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he 
could not agree that no distinction could 
be drawn between the rate at which 
motor-cars could be driven and horse 
traffic. The effect of the limitation 
was that, however safely a motor-car 
might be travelling, and however 
clear the road, there should not be a 
user of the highway by any vehicle 
at a higher speed than twenty-five miles 
an hour. ‘The first section provided 
against speed which was dangerous, But 
mere speed by itself was not dangerous, 
and if there was no danger he did not see 
why the speed limit should not be high. 
Hon. Members ought to keep their heads 
cool in face of the very’ strong feeling 
which existed outside on this subject, 
and there was no ground for inserting 
a harrassing restriction when there was 
no danger. He hoped that the right 
hon. Gentleman would adhere to his 
Amendment. 


Sir PHILIP MUNTZ said he preferred 
the present limit of fourteen miles an 
hour, which was quite high enough speed 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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for any motor-car. He did not think 
that the President of the Local Govern. 
ment Board had acted quite in the 
spirit of the compromise agreed upon on 
Tuesday last. It was never contemplated, 
except by mad motorists, that any speed 
approaching twenty-five miles would be 
fixed upon as the limit. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal was a very wild 
one, because cars would run on the 
roads whenever they had an opportunity 
of doing so at the maximum speed. He 
had received letters from all parts of the 
country shewing the strong feeling which 
existed on this subject. One corre- 
spondent wrote :— 

“If these inhuman motorists carry their 
provisions, I should hope that an anti-motorist 
league of electors may be formed, pledged to 
vote against any candidate who keeps a motor- 
ear, or hold shares in Motor Companies.” 


He had received letters from agricultur- 
ists to the effect that a speed of twenty 
miles an hour would not be acceptable. 
Any hon, Member who voted for twenty 
or twenty-five miles an hour would dis- 
cover the effect of his vote at the next 
general election. He himself would ce:- 
tainly vote against any such speed. 


Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport) said that his hon. and learned 
friend the Member for South Leeds had 
uttered words of great weight wiich 
would carry conviction to any one who 
would take the trouble to understand 
them. The difference between twenty 
and twenty-five miles was not a question 
of speed at all, but a question of expedi- 
ency, so far as the Committee was 
concerned. He had an Amendment on 
the Paper that the speed limit should 
be twenty miles; and his hon. friends 
on the Government side of the House 
who were really trying to deal with 
this question from the point of view 
of those who were honestly interested 
in motoring and wished to use motors 
and not abuse them, would, he thought, 
be well advised if they accepted a com- 
promise of twenty. The duty of the 
House of Commons in this matter was 
to stand between the public and un 
reasonable prejudice. He was not 4 
motorist, although he hoped to havea 
motor; nor was he mad; and he would 
answer for it, he was not inhuman. He 
did not, therefore, fulfil the conditions 
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which one hon. Member had ascribed to 
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| Sir PHILIP MUNTZ said he himself 


those who favoured motors. In dealing | suggested twelve miles an hour. 


with this question he hoped the House 
of Commons wou!d not allow itself to be 
warped by prejudice which 
born of inexperience. It was a question 
of compromise, and they could not have 
a reasonable compromise if all the con- 
cessions were given on one side. At the 


present moment motorists had conceded | 


everything. They had agreed to accept 
evidence of identification which of itself 
would revolutionise motoring through- 


Mr. WALTER LONG said his hon. 


was really friend appeared to forget the meaning of 


_the word “compromise.” His hon. 
| friend’s interpretation of a compromise 
| was evidently not to meet differences 
| half-way. 


Sir PHILIP MUNTZ said a compro- 


/mise did not necessarily mean double 


out the country; and therefore they | 


said they should be allowed a reasonable 
amount of maximum speed. The ques- 
tion of maximum speed was entirely 
independent of Clause 1 ot the Bill, 
because in the opinion of the Court a 
man might be driving recklessly at two 
miles an hour, if he ran say into a 
perambulator on the pavement. The 
danger of fixing too low a maximum was 
that the maximum of itself became a 
danger, because people would take the 
risk of ariving at a greater speed than 
if a limit were not fixed. 
cient confidence in those who did not 
abuse the use of motors to believe that 
they would educate the public mind in 
their favour and destroy the present pre- 
judice against them ; and, since the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board had 
accepted a three years’ limitation of the 
Bill, he trusted that at the end of that 
time all prejudice against motors would 
be removed ; that much greater facilities 
would be given to motorists who wished 
to use their cars for the purposes of 
locomotion in the place of horses; and 
that it would be made clear that motorists 
had no desire to injure the public. It 
would be a great shame if the many were 
punished for the sins of the few. He 


hoped the Committee would accept the | 


twenty mile limit, and that his friends 
would accept it, simply because he did not 


believe they would get a twenty-five | 


mile limit. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that, in | 


intervening at that stage, he had no in- 
tention of quarrelling with his hon. friend, 
the Member for the Tamworth Division, 
although he confessed he could not follow 
the remarks of his hon. friend. His hon. 
friend stated that no hon. Gentleman had 
any idea as to what the limitation of 
speed should be. 


VOL. CXXVII. [Fourtu Serigs. } 


He had suff- | 


the existing speed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he would 
not bandy words with his hon. friend. 
He was satisfied that the majority of the 
Committee would recognise that the 
Amendment he had placed on the Paper 
was a strict fulfilment of the promise he 
made to the House on the Second Reading 
debate on the Bill. What were they 
fighting about now ? Not as to whether 
there should be a limitation of speed 
or not. They had decided that. The 
whole of this controversy had been prac- 
tically limited to the difference between 
twenty and twenty five miles. [An Hon. 
Memper : Fifteen.] No. He appealed 
to those who had taken part in the debate 
whether the general sense of the Com- 
mittee had not been following out this 
principle of compromise, and whether 
speaker after speaker, while expressing 
his own view, had not stated his willing- 
ness to see a compromise effected? He 
did not say all Members, but that the 
majority of speakers had agreed that a 
compromise was the best way to settle 
this question. All he had risen for now 
was to ask whether it was worth while to 
go on for the rest of the afternoon dis- 
cussing whether twenty or twenty-five 
would be the better figure? He should 
offer, on the part of the Government, a 
determined resistance to the Amendment 
‘of fifteen miles. He should like to see 
| twenty-five carried, but believing it to be 
desirable to end a discussion of this kind, 
| when everything had been said that could 
be said, and that the general sense of the 
Committee tended towards a compromise, 
he could not help thinking the most 
business like procedure would be to agree 
upon a middle figure and accept twenty. 
For his own part he was unable to see 
that there was any material difference 
between twenty and twenty-five. He 
regretted the interposition of a speed 
limit at all ; but the House of Commons 
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had not supported him in that view, and 
he had accepted its decision. Surely 
what the Government had done other 
hon. Members might do, and accept what 
was, he believed, not only the general 
sense of the Committee, butof the country, 
and agree to a compromise, which they 
might accept without discredit to them- 
selves, and which could not have very 
far-reaching effects either on the industry 
itself or on the enjoyment and comfort of 
those who were going to use motors. He 
could not see thet the difference between 
twenty and twenty-five was a matter of 
supreme importance; but one matter 
that was of supreme importance was that 
this Bill must be placed on the Statute- 
book, and that they must deal with this 
question justly and fairly, and in the in- 
terests of the community, who, if legisla- 
tion was not passed, would, he was con- 
vinced, think they had justification for 
adopting a course which would be, in the 
best interests of gocd government, de- 
plorable in the extreme. 


27 Motor-Cars 





*Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) 
said he came down to the House with the 
intention of opposing a limit of twenty- 
five miles, and of supporting the proposal 
of fifteen miles, because he was well aware 
of the very strong feeling in this matter 
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inthe country districts—_justifiable feeling, 
in his opinion—and because he thought 
the limit of twenty-five miles was too | 
high. But they had heard some very | 
wise words from his right hon. friend the 
President of the Local Government Board. 
After all, they had to think that day not 
only of the question of speed, but of the 
question of time. Was this Bill to become 
law or not? He thought it would be a 
grave misfortune if it did not become 
law in the course of the present 
session. Therefore, although his _ineli- 
nation had been towards a limit of fifteen 
miles an hour, he would be prepared to 
accept the proposal of his right hon. 
friend. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he was in favour of the fifteen-mile 
limit, but he was certain that could not 
be carried. Therefore he thought it very 


desirable that this compromise of twenty 
miles an hour should be adopted. They 
must wait until one Member of Parliament 
had been killed and another had been 
hanged for killing him to get a good Bill. 


; Same 





Mr. Walter Long. 





Bill. 428 


*Mr, SCOTT-MONTAGU said he 
agreed that for the sake of the public it 
would be a thousand pities if the Bill 
were not passed, but he would remind 
the Committee that up to the present 
moment the concessions had been en- 
tirely on the side of the motorist Mem- 
bers of the House. He had endeavoured 
to impress on his friends the duty and 
wisdom of being reasonable; and he 
thought his right hon. friend would 
agree that he had done his best in 
that direction. (Mr. Lone: Hear, hear.) 
Personally, he opposed any speed limit at 
all, but as a compromise twerity-five miles 
an hour might be acceptable. He had re- 
ceived a telegram from the Lord Justice 
Clerk of Scotland, an expert motorist, and 
an able lawyer, stating that he approved 
of the twenty-five miles limit, and that 
should the Bill not pass motorists should 
adopt voluntary measures for identifi- 
cation, and thereby dissociate themselves 
from “scorchers,” who ought to be caught. 
They had got to a crisis, and it was very 
difficult to see a way out of it; and he 
would suggest to his right hon. friend 
that, as they were now at the fag end of 
the session, and as there was so much 
animosity on both sides of the House, he 
should appoint a Royal Commission, 
following the example of the French 
Government, who were exactly in the 
position. That would, in his 
opinion, meet the case. He would go one 
step further, and one only, in the direction 
of compromise. At this stage in the 
session, if a determined body opposed a 
Bill, that did not improve its chances. 
He was not in favour of wanton obstruc- 
tion, and he made the following proposition 
in order to avoid it. Let his right hon. 
friend put in the Bill twenty-five miles 
an hour as the maximum speed, just as 
fourteen miles an hour was inserted in the 
1896 Act as the maximum speed allowed 
by Parliament, and let him reduce that 
subsequently by regulation of the Local 
Government Board to twenty-two-and-a- 
half or twenty-two miles anhour. Unless 
that suggestion was accepted the Bill 
would have very little chance of passing. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he would 
like to be permitted to withdraw his 
Amendment, as there seemed to be a 
general desire that the compromise of 
twenty miles an hour should be accepted. 
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Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare 8.) said he 
wished to direct attention to several 
complaints which he had received from 
farmers and horse-breeders in South 
Kildare, regarding the conduct of a certain 
class of motorist. There was no complaint 
whatever against the hon. Gentleman 
from the New Forest Division or his 
friends; but it certainly was not the 
experience of the farmers of South 
Kildare, that when a young horse was on 


the road motorists invariably slowed up. 


A friend of his who bred race-horses 
within a quarter of a mile of the Cross of 
Ballyhaunis, which was the start and 
finish of the motor race for the Gordon- 
Bennett Cup, lost two young horses, 
through injuries, because a motorist 
dashed by at twenty-five miles an hour 
while they were being removed across 
the road from one field to another. The 
owner made representations to the Secre- 
tary of the Automobile Club, but received 
no satisfaction whatever. 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the New 
Forest Division would represent in the 
proper quarter that motorists should not 
travel at anything approaching twenty 
miles an hour while young race-horses 
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He hoped the | 
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Mr. DALZIEL said that while he 
appreciated the endeavour of the Presi- 


| dent of the Board of Trade to secure a 


compromise, yet it was his strong opinion 


that if this so-called compromise were 


adopted its only effect would be to prac- 


tically ruin, not only the industry of 


motoring, but the pleasure of motoring 
also. A motorist would be liable to be 
arrested at any moment, and to be 
sentenced to three months’ imprison- 
ment. Further, a motorist driving 
from London to Brighton might have 
half-a-dozen summonses issued against 
him on one day by people who simply 
hated motor-cars. Motorists would not 
take that great responsibility. 


Mr. BROADHURST rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put ;” but the CHAIRMAN withheld 
his assent, as it appeared to him that the 
Committee was prepared to come to an 
immediate decision. 


Question put, “That the words ‘twenty- 
five’ stand part of the proposed Amend- 
ment, as amended.” 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 42, 
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Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
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AYES. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
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Burke, E. Haviland 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell,J.H,M.( Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 


P2 





(Division List No. 240.) 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Scott Montagu and 
Mr. Guest. 


Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J A( Wore. 
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Chapman, Edward 
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Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
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Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Ki/kenny, N.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Diike, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. tion. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward ® 
Darning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Hall, Edward Marshall 
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Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
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Kilbride, Denis 


Question put, “That the word ‘ fifteen’ | 


be there inserted.” 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 51 ; 


| Noes, 178. (Division List No. 241). 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
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Dalziel, James Henry 
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Duke, Henry Edward 
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Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
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Question, “ That the word ‘twenty’ 
be there inserted ; put, and agreed to.” 


Mr. MURRAY (Coventry) said after 
the Amendment which had just been 
passed some consideration ought to be had 
for those who used small motor-cars and 
He represented many 


motor bicycles. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr, Anstruther. 


owners of small cars and bicycles, many 
of whom were working men who, under a 
system of instalments, were able to pur- 
chase small motor-cars and cycles at a cost 
of from £30 to £40. 
class for which he now spoke, and he 
submitted that for the first offence a £5 
fine was enough. He begged to move. 


It was for that 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 

‘Tn line 4, to leave out the word ‘ten’ and 
insert the word ‘ five.’”—(Mr. Murray.) 


Question proposed “That the word 


‘ten’ stand part of the proposed Amend- | 


ment, as amended.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped this 
Amendment would not be pressed. 
Whether it was true or not, and he had no 
reason to suppose it was not, that these 
small machines were largely in the 
possession of working-men, he did not 
think this was tbe place where any relaxa- 
tion of the penalties should take place. 
At a later stage in the Bill he would be 
willing to accept an Amendment in the 
name of the hon. Member for Southport 
giving an appeal in cases where fines of 
£5 and upwards were imposed, and he 
would be also prepared to consider the 
suggestion made in so many quarters, that 
the punishment by imprisonment on the 
first offence should be remitted. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU thought that 
an Amendment appearing in his name on 
page 35 would if accepted, greatly simplify 
this matter. It was that fines or penalties 
on motor-cyclists should only be one-half 
of those imposed on motor-car drivers. 


Mr. DALZIEL hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would not accept this Amend- 
ment. He personally thought that small 
motors and motor-bicycles were the most 
objectionable. They made much _ less 
noise, and practically gave no warning. 
If the Amendment was insisted on, he 
should support the right hon. Gentleman 
in resisting it. He hoped that if the 
Amendment was withdrawn the right 
hon. Gentleman would seriously consider 
the desirability of fixing some scale by 
which thoseof moderate means, who might 


unfortunately become involved in these | 


matters, might not unduly suffer. The 
fines ought not to be assevere in these 
cases as in the case of the millionaire who 
was continually defying the law. 


Mr. WALLACE pointed out that the 
penalties were not absolutely fixed by the 
Bill. The amount of the fine was left 
entirely to the discretion of the magis- 
trates. 
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Mr. CRIPPS thought that, asthe motor- 
cyclist was usually a poor man, and used 
the machine for business purposes, there 
should be a distinction drawn between 
him and the motorist in the matter jof 
the penalty. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said a 
number of hon. Members held views in 
an entirely opposite direction to the right 
hon. Gentleman in this matter, and if 
he showed no willingness to compromise 
it was to be feared that long discussions 
would result. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the magis- 
trates had unfettered power to discrimi- 
nate between the motorist and the motor- 
cyclist. He didnot think the maximum 
penalties were excessive. The amount of 
the fine might be left tothe discretion of 
the magistrates who, he was sure, would 
do full justice. 


Masor JAMESON was astounded to 

hear that. If it was to be left solely 
to the discretion of the magistrates he 
would be very sorry for the people who 
unfortunately came before them. It was 
perfecily scandalous that these outrage- 
ously high penalties should be fixed. A 
wife-beater was treated no worse than a 
motorist who might exceed the speed limit 
by half a mile. It was said that the 
matter might be left to the discretion of 
the magistrates. He had never known 
magistrates to have any discretion, and 
he therefore would never consent to 
| leaving this matter to their discretion. 
The Bill piled penalty upon penalty, and 
magistrates would impose every fine 
possible, and throw odium on everyone. 
They were not going to sit calmly 
down and allow that to be done, 
and they would fight the measure, line 
by line, in order to secure that these 
things were kept within proper limits. 
They wanted some consideration for the 
poor man. They did not intend to have 
these terrible and outrageous penalties 
inflicted on people who did not deserve 
them, and he could assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that if he would reduce the 
amount of the fines it would conduce to 
the more rapid progress of the Bill. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT protested 
against the principle of high penalties. 
| The penalties imposed by the Bill were 
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certain to operate unequally. The rich 
man would pay the fine, the poor man 
would have to go to prison. This unequal 
operation of the law would not deter peo- 
ple from committing offences. He had 
brought under his notice only the other 
week a case where penalty after penalty, 
amounting in the aggregate to over 2100, 
had been inflicted on the same man, and 
paid without demur. If the man had 
been poor he would have had to go to 
prison, or he would have refrained from 
breaking the law continuously. The pro- 
per course to take was to fix moderate 
fines that would affect all classes equally, 
and in the case of habitual offenders to 
provide imprisonment. In his view the 
whole principle of the clause was wrong. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore) said he was unable 
to contribute to the cataract of tears 
being shed over automobilists on 
the subject of fines. After all, this 
was not a question of fixing an arbi- 
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trary fine, it was “a fine not exceeding, 
and it might safely be left to the loca! 
Courts to take all the circumstances fairly 
into account and deal out justice accord- 
ingly. The automobile car business must 
be brought under the strict and rigid 
administration of the law. Those who 
agreed with him were not narrow-minded 
or animated by a  dog-in-the-manger 
spirit. Personally, he couid not afford a 
six-hundred-guinea motor, but he did not 
grudge any other man the luxury. But 
he would like to point out that the greater 
part of the most serious accidents had 
occurred on country roads, where it was 
thought that rash driving was attended 
with least danger. It was, however, in 
the villages where the danger was greatest, 
for in the towns the people were more 
alert. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 163 ; 
Noes, 36. (Division List No. 242.) 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Repnell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRo 
Balfour, ie Hn. A. J. (Mans 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J.H.M.( DublinUn. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A (Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Donglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


Corbett, T. L. (Down North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkieth, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
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Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland. Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliott, Hon.A Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Faber, Edmund B. Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, kt Hn SirJ. (Mance’r 
Fieldeu, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S) 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby;- (Line. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Griffith, Ellis ). 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hare, Thonias Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, J. (Midd. Totténham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 





Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’e 
Joyce, Michael 

Kemp, Lieut-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar ((lasgow 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monin’th 
Lawson, John G. (orks. N.R. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt.Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Fraacis William 

Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttlelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
Morrison, James Acchibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA. Graham (Bute 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rose, Charles Day 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. T. Myles 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 





Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balfour, Kenneth R. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Craig, CharlesUurtis(AntrimS 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N. 
Elibank, Master of 

Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick S.W 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 
Spence,rRt HnC. R. (Northants 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester. 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. Ox'd Univ. 
Thomas,F.Freeman-( Hastings) 
Tomkinson, James 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Valentia, Viscount 
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Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Montagu. G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants 








Bill. 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 
White, Luke (York, E. R. ) 
Whiteley, H. (Ash. und. Lyne 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland. 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Seely, CharlesHilton (Lincoln 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Stanley-Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thompson, DrEC (Monaghn’N 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Ure, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Charles Murray and 
Mr. Allhusen. 


Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 





Norman, Henry 
Rigg, Richard 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that 
the penalty for a second offence should 
be subject to the proviso that the second 
offence was not committed on the same 
day, his object being to guard against 
cumulative fines if the defendant was pro- 
secuted in adjoining districts for the same 
excessive running. He pointed out that 
going down hill made a lot of differ- 
ence in the speed, and magistrates would 
fail to take that matter into account. It 
had been shown that these atrocious 
penalties were practically illegal, and he 
hoped the Government would abandon 
this policy of eternally piling up fines. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU pointed out 
that in going down a road a motorist 
might unconsciously be travelling just 
over the limit, and three or four private 
persons, having taken his number, might 
summon him. In this way a man, with- 
out knowing he had committed an offence, 
might be fined £10, £20, or £50, all in 
the same day, and along the same road. 
That would be a monstrous injustice, and 








he thought some such words as those 
proposed ought to be inserted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought it was 
unreasonable that a man should be liable 





to be fined these penalties, for, perhaps, 
an initial error, and suggested that the 
cumulative penalty should not be imposed 
for practically the same offence. 


Mr. MARSHALL HALL said the 
difficulty might be met by the in- 
sertion of the provision that the 
second fine on the same day should 
not be incurred unless there had 
been an intimation to the person 
driving that an offence had been com- 
mitted in the first instance. A man 
might be going twenty-one miles an hour 
without knowing he was exceeding the 
limit, and four or five persons might 
summons him for practically the same 
offence. If, however, he had received an 
intimation, and still continued at the 
same pace, the initial penalty should be 
repeated. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY thought there 
was something in the argument that there 
should not be more than one penalty for 
what was practically the same offence, and 
undertook to consider the point before 
the Report stage. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND moved 


an Amendment providing that for any 
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offence subsequent to the second the 
penalty should be “a term of imprison- 
ment not exceeding one month” instead 
of a fine not exceeding £50. He urged 
that the great object of the Committee 
should be to find a punishment that would 
fit the crime, and the magistrates should 
be empowered to impose imprisonment 
for repeated offences against the law. 
Fines were no deterrent to wealthy motor- 
car owners, but a short term in prison 
would produce a salutary effect even on a 
nillionaire. He acknowledged that the 
President of the Local Government Board 
had gone a long way in his endeavour to 
bring about a compromise, and he was 
also aware that the right hon. Gentleman 
had declared he would not allow imprison- 
ment to be inflicted for an infringement 
of the speed limit, but he felt bound in 
common justice to move the Amendment, 
as a fine which a wealthy man would not 
feel in the least degree might be a very 
severe punishment to a poorer man. It 
was true that imprisonment did not deter 
Irish Members of Parliament from 
declaring their political opinions, but he 
believed it would do some of these flying 
millionaires all the good in the world. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, as amended— 
“Tn line 6 to leave out the words ‘a fine not 


exceeding £50,’ and insert the words ‘a term | 


of imprisonment not exceeding one month.’ ”— 
(Mr. William Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment, as amended.” 
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*TuE CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber should have risen as soon as the hon. 
Member for East Clare stated where his 
Amendment would come in. 


Mayor JAMESON said he did not 
hear the effect of the Amendment stated 
until nearly the end of the speech. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN pointed out that the 
ordinary course was for a Memberto write 
out his proposed Amendment on paper 
and bring it to the Chair. If he did not 
take the trouble to do that, he ought to 
watch the proceedings carefully to see 
that he was not shut out by other 
Amendments being moved. 


Masor JAMESON said that while he 
thought the suggestion of imprisonment 
was not half so bad as the other penalties 
in the clause, he must oppose}; the 
|Amendment. The sole desire of the 
| hon. Member for East Clare was to 
| punish millionaires. He was not a 
millionaire, therefore the enactment 
| would not affect him. Ife had not the 
| slightest objection to the penalty being 
| inserted, but things ought to be done 

in proper order; it was absolutely unfair 
_that it should be sandwiched in at this 
| point, and he should vote against it. 








| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND, in asking 
leave to withdraw the Amendment, ex- 
| pressed the hope that the right hon. 
‘Gentleman would consider whether 
/something could not be done in the 


| direction he had indicated. 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY said that the | 


Amendment was a departure from the 
basis of settlement which had induced his 
right hon. friend to bring forward this 
clause, and which was, that imprisonment 


should not be coupled with the laying | 


down of a speed limit. The infringement 
of the speed limit was, after all, a less 
serious offence than driving to the public 
danger. The two offences were in 
different categories, and driving to the 
danger of life and limb was punished 
more severely. He hoped, therefore, the 
hon. Member would not press the 
Amendment. 


Major JAMESON said he had desired 
to move to reduce the penalty for the 
second offence from £20 to £10. 


Amendment, to the proposed Amend- 
| ment, as amended, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DALZIEL moved to add at the 
'end of the proposed Amendment the 
words “ provided that proof of the exact 
measurement and rate of speed should 
be produced.” He said that all he asked 
was that satisfactory proof of the rate of 
speed at which the car was travelling 
should be produced in Court. At 
present, in many cases the charges were 
based on a mere guess of a policeman, 
and it was only reasonable, if these sub- 
| stantial penalties were to be imposed, 
that satisfactory proof of the offence 
should be forthcoming. 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed 
mendment, a; amended— 
‘* At the end, to add the words ‘ provided 


that proof of the exact measurement and rate 
of speed be produced.’”—(Mr. Dailziel.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
think those who were interested. in 
motoring were doing any govd to their 
case by invariably assuming that every 
Court would be prejudiced agains: 
motorists and were going to act unfairly 
towards them. He could not think 
there was any necessity in this case to 
impose on magistrates an obligation in 
regard to evidence which was not im- 
posed on them in any other case. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if the con- 
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some of that spirit of compromise for 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
always hitherto been celebrated. He 
hoped the President of the Local Govern. 
ment Board would give way in this 
matter, and he appealed to him to do 
this in order that the Bill might go 
through. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that, 
taking it as a whole, he thought they 
got justice from the magistrates, but 
there existed an enormous amount of 
prejudice in this matter. Although he 
had not yet been convicted, unjust 
attempts had been made to stop his car 
whilst driving to the House of Commons. 
Coming down Cornhill upon one occasion 
about five miles an hovr, a policeman 
stopped him and demanded his name 
and address. He gave his name, and 
his address as “‘ the House of Commons,” 
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victions of motorists in England counted | but the officer refused to take that 
for promotion in the case of the police- |address. He was summoned, but the 


man. If it did, it would be a very easy 


case was dismissed, and although the 


thing for him to sally out from the | Magistrate agreed with him the Com- 
police station, stop-watch in hand, and | missioner of Police disagreed, and he 
shortly afterwards to find two stripes | awarded this particular policeman two 


blossoming out on his shoulder. It 
would be a great temptation to a police- 
man to be thus able to become a 
sergeant “on easy terms.” He was 
surprised to hear that the aristocracy 
in England had so much suspicion of 
the police, as when the peasantry in 
Ireland harboured such a feeling they 
were at once condemned as possessing a 
double dose of original sin, and it was 
really most painful to find this suspicion 
of law and order arising in England. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT said the 
Amendment was scarcely practicable. 
He would be very sorry if any general 
impression obtained that the magistrates 
did not do their best to administer 
justice impartially. Speaking with some 
experience, he ventured to say that, on 
the whole, magistrates did their duty 
conscientiously and arrived at correct 
conclusions. He agreed with the Pre- 
ident of the Local Government Board 
that these matters were best left to the 
general laws of evidence. 


Masok JAMESON said that this 
Amendment ought to be met in a 
proper way, and they ought to have 


days’ holiday. There was an enormous 
amount of prejudice against motorists. 
They had heard a good deal about 
stop-watches. Not long agoa policeman 
produced a stop-watch, and upon er- 
amination it was found that the works 
were completely out of order, and the 
case was dismissed. In one case a stick 
was thrown at a motor-car, and when 
the owner applied for a summons the 
magistrate held that as the motor- 
car must have been going at 4 
furious rate the man who threw the 
stick was not responsible for the damage. 
He thought it was unjust not to issue a 
summons against the man who threw the 
stick. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would insert something in regard to 
these penalties which would satisfy justice. 
None of them wanted to travel faster 
than twenty miles an hour, but he thought 
words should be inserted demanding some 
proof as to the rate of speed. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said he hoped the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
would maintain the position he had 
taken up. If this Amendment were 


accepted no conviction would ever be 


obtained, 





except by setting a trap. 
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Mr. DALZIEL: Not necessarily. | 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said | 
if any ordinary person observed a car 
travelling at a high rate of speed, 
unless he could state the exact speed at 
which the car was going, and declare that 
it was twenty and a-half miles or twenty- 
one and a-half miles, or some definite speed, 
no conviction could be obtained. Therefore 
this clause would be rendered null and 
void. If his hon. friend persisted in this 
Amendment he hoped it w ould be rejected. 
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*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that as 
a means of getting out of this difficulty, 
he would suggest that some such words 
as those contained in his Amendment on 
page 19 should be inserted. He thought 
the evidence of the police constable should 
be corroborated by some other material 
evidence. He suggested that his Amend- 
ment should be incorporated in this clause. 
If no safeguard were provided there 
would be no guarantee that the prose- 
cutor was any judge of speed at all, and 
a motorist might be brought up 200 miles 
from his home to defend a trumped-up 
case. He would suggest that the testi- 
mony of the zonstable should be corrobor- 
ated by some other material evidence 
implicating the accused. (Cries of ‘ No.”) 


CapTAIN GREVILLE (Bradford, E.) 
protested against the aspersion cast upon 
certain hon. Members by the right hon. 
Gentleman who stated that they were 
interested in motor-cars. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
think his hon. friend was entitled to say 
that. His language had been misunder- 
stood, and he had explained to the Com- 
mittee that it was never intended to be 
so interpreted. After that explanation 
he did not think the hon. Member was 
entitled to deliberately ask the Committee 
to accept that interpretation of his 
language. 


Captain GREVILLE apologised to 
the right hon. Gentleman and withdrew 
his statement. He said that magistrates 
had not shewn themselves willing to 
accept definite proof on this matter. It 
was all very well to say that they were 
not biassed, but they were, because many 
magistrates had given expression to views 
which showed clearly that they were 
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anti-motorists. Why should a man hold- 
ing definite anti-motorist views be allowed 
to adjudicate in regard to an offence of 
this sort? Was it unreasonable to ask 
that some proof should be given in regard 
to the rate of speed? There was nothing 
more liable to error than the calculation 
of speed. Hon. Members who owned 
horses would be very hard put tu it to 
say whether they were going at five miles 
or ten miles an hour, and yet they were 
asking the House of Commons to put 
motorists at the mercy of an ignorant 
constable, who was probably full of energy 
and ready to do his duty, but who was 
no judge of the speed of motor-cars going 


along ordinary roads, unless he timed the 


speed with a reliable watch over a meas- 
ured distance They had a right to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to allow a more 
definite proof in regard to the rate of 
speed to be brought before the magistrate 
before those almost savage penalties were 
inflicted. 


Mr. WALLACE said that it was an 
extraordinary thing to attack magistrates 
on the ground that they were so prejudiced 
againt motor-cars that they could not 
discharge their ordinary duties as magis- 
trates. He had never heard of any 
difficulty in magistrates trying poachers 
because they happened to be interested 
in the Game Laws. It had not been 
suggested that in regard to motorists they 
were going to convict without evidence. 
He was not now dealing with penalties. 
He was dealing with the question of con- 
viction. The hon. Gentleman opposite 
did not suggest that because the penalties 
differed the proof ought to differ also. 
There ought never to be a conviction 
without sufficient evidence. He trusted 
the right hon. Gentleman would stand 
by the clause as drawn. They were 
greatly obliged to him for the way he 
had met them in regard to this Bill. 
There was, however, a danger that unless 
they got on faster they would lose the 
Bill altogether. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he thought 
he could undertake to convince the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill that some Amendment of this 
nature was requisite. Why was that ? 
When the right hon. Gentleman brought 
in the Bill it was without a speed limit, 
because all the chief constables of 
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England were agreed that that was the | 
proper course to take. Why was it the 
proper course to take? Because in 
regard to this question of speed, above | 
all others, it was almost impossible for | 
the human judgment to be infallible. In 
a painful case he was connected with last 
week he heard a barrister swear that the | 
car was going at forty miles an hour, a 
law student swore that the speed was | 
twenty miles an hour, and a sensible 
policeman said it was going very fast, but 
he could not say how fast. He had not 
the least apprehension in regard to the, 
aotion of the Irish police or the Irish 
Bench in this matter because they 
always acted fairly, except in political 
cases. Once they left religion and 
politics out of the question, in Ireland 
they had far better Judges and law and 
magistrates than here in England. Of 
course, the things that aroused their 
passions were questions of religion and 
politics. So far as Ireland was con- 
cerned he was not in the least alarmed 
by the proposal in the Bill as it stood, 
but unless they established a trap system 
how could a magistrate, when there was 
a confli t of testimony, come to a con- 
clusion in regard to speed, and the very 
drastic penalties which were to be im- 
posed! His hon. friend the Member for 
Perth had said that it was a monstrous 
thing to state that the magistrates were 
prejudiced. All people were prejudiced. 
He hated motor-cars himself, and he was 
perhaps the most prejudiced man in the 
House against them. To say that the 
magistrates were prejudiced was to say 
that they were human beings. Everyone 
was prejudiced very much against 
motorists, unless he was a motorist him- 
self. Heshould not regard any one con- 
nected with the motor industry as un- 
prejudiced. He thought it would be a 
far more profitable industry than the one 
in which he was himself engaged. [Cries | 
of ‘“‘No.”| Bethat as it might, they 
were dealing with a _ very difficult 
question. They were dealing with a case | 
where public libertyand life and limb 
were at stake, where the tendency of 
the Bench and the police was to down 
the few men against whom practically 
every man’s hand was turned. As he 
understood, every man’s hand here was 
against the motorist, but in Ireland it 
was notso. It might be because they 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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had not so many motorists in Ireland, 
It seemed to him in regard to this very 
difficult question of speed that some 
greater precision in points of evidence 
was desirable. His hon. friend the 
Member for Kirkcaldy had suggested the 
production of some corroborative or 
particular form of evidence. He 
did not think that anybody’s liberty 
was safe if the man in the street 
was to be entitled to say “ I believe that 
man was going at thirty or twenty-five 
miles an hour.” It seemed to him, 
therefore, that although motorists be- 
longed to a class which had very seldom 
been brought into contact with the law, 


‘they were beginning to feel that they 


were in the position of the common man 
in England or the poacher in Ireland. 
They would begin to feel now that, so 
far as offence against the law was con- 
cerned, they had more interest in the 
general democratic administration of the 
law. The right hon. Gentleman had 
expressed himself as being most anxious 
to get this Bill. The House of Lords, 
conservative as it was, initiated this Bill, 
and they might have a word tosay 
upon the Amendments. While he was 
most anxious to see the speed limit 
reduced he was also most anxious to see 
the Bill become law. It might happen 
in this case, as happened in regard to the 
Children’s Bill recently, that there would 
be a strong fanatical body on one side 
and another strong fanatical body on the 
other side. It was for the House itself 
to take up a position of moderation. 
This Bill would go back to the Lords, 
who had no electors to send them to 


Parliament, and, therefore, they might 


take a very different view from the 
House of Commons with regard to the 
necessities of the case. Therefore, if the 
Bill was to become law, he begged the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether something more was not neces 
sary than the mere ipse dixit of a police- 
man or a villager. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he could 
not help thinking that it would be better 
to adhere to the usual rules of law. The 
question of the speed at which a motor 
was travelling was a question of fact, 
and surely it was better to leave that 
question of fact to be determined by the 
He did not believe it was 
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sible to devise any satisfactory form 
of words. It seemed to him that the 
form of words proposed was not satisfac 
tory. He suggested to the Committee 
that, having made up their minds that 
there should be a speed limit, it should 
be left to the magistrates to say whether 
or not it had been exceeded. 


Mr. DALZIEL said if the Attorney- 
General did not like the form of words 
proposed he was willing to leave him to 
introduce another form. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : 
think it possible. 


I do 


not 


Mr. DALZIEL said this matter did not 
turn upon the evidence. There was 
hardly a case brought into Court where 
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observation, at what pace a_ par- 
ticular vehicle was going. He had had 
a great deal to do with cases involving 
the speed of vehicles in London streets, 
and it was almost impossible to get any 
uniformity of opinion as to the speed of 
a hansom cab, and a fortiori it would be 
more difficult to get the speed of a 
motor-car. Some words were wanted 
in the Bill to preclude a Lond fide mistake 
being made as an error of judgment. 
He would suggest the insertion of the 
following words :—‘‘ No person shall be 
convicted under this section except upon 





proof of a time test.” That would 
practically carry out all that was 
_wanted. He was not making any 


|imputation on the honesty of the 
magistrates or of the police when he 


| suggested that such words as these 


there were not hali-a-dozen witnesses on | would meet the case—viz., “ No person 


each side. 
say whether a car was travelling twenty- 
five or thirty miles an hour unless it was 
properly timed. All that was asked for 
was that evidence should be produced 
that a test had been made of the speed. 
If the magistrates had to decide between 
three or four men on the car and the 
three or four men onthe road, how on 
earth were they to get out of their 
difficulty? It was simply a case of a 
number of men guessing on a matter 
with respect to which it was admittedly 
practically impossible to guess. They 
were told that this should be left to the 
justices. That did not come very well 
from @ Government who would not 
trust the justices in regard to drink 
licences, and who were going to intro- 
duce a Bill on the subject next year. 
The whole history of motor-car cases 
showed that the local magistrates were 
prejudiced against motorists, and many 
of them had stated that they would 
impose the maximum penalty every 


time motorists were brought before 
them. 
Mr. MARSHALL HALL thought 


there was a good deal to be said for 
the Amendment. There had been mis- 
apprehension as to its effect. It-did not 
cast any aspersion upon either the 
magistrates or the police. It was fair to 
state, what wasa well-known fact, that it 
was practically impossible for any 
human being to say, from mere 


It was almost impossible to | shall be convicted under this section 
_except on proof of a time test.” 


Masor JAMESON said he wished to 


| protest against the interpretation of this 


clause being left to the magistrates, and 


| half-educated barristers-at-law. 


Mr. BRIGG said that the Committee 


| would be wise in allowing the magis- 


trates to exercise their common sense 
and do justice in this matter. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that 
the Amendment was not one which the 
Government could possibly accept. He 
understood from the Solicitor-General 
for Scotland, that in Scotland, to which 
part of the kingdom this Bill applied, 
the evidence of two witnesses would be 
required for conviction. It was well 
worth considering whether the same 
rule should not be applied in England, 
and before the Report stage the Govern- 
ment could consider whether a clause 
could not be framed to provide that no 
conviction should take place except on 
the evidence of two witnesses. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he was glad to 
recognise the spirit with which the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman had met 
this point, but the question had nothing 
to do with two, six, eight, or ten 
witnesses ; for it was humanly impossible 
for anyone to give correct evidence on 
this point. There could be no more 
reasonable Amendment than the ene now 
placed befere the Committee. 
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Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bed- 
fordshire, Biggleswade) said that he 
wished to support the Amendment. There 
ought to be a proper test of speed. He 
approached this question, not from the 
point of view ot a driver of a motor-car, 
because in his own experience he had had 
the greatest desire in the world to keep 
within the legal limits of speed, and the 
magistrates had been often rather unwise 
in their decisions upon that point. He 
himself was against a speed limit, because 
he did not believe that any man or 
woman could judge what was reckless 
driving. But the Committee having 
agreed on a speed limit, they should see 
that there was a proper means of testing 
whether that speed was exceeded. In 
his judgment it was not sufficient that 
the test should simply be out of the 
mouth of two witnesses, as had been 
suggested by the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney-General. 


Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said he sincerely trusted that the Govern- 
ment would not give way and accept this 
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ment Board ought not to ask the 
Committee to decide this matter with- 
out giving them further information, 
The hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken, said that on some lonely road a 
person might be run down; but that 
had nothing whatever to do with the 
speed limit, and was provided for in 
another part of the Bill. He had driven 
a motor-car a good deal, and every ex- 
pert motorist would agree that he would 
not for a moment attempt to give the 
speed of a car by watching it pass. Even 
such an experienced motorist as Mr, 
Edge said he could not estimate the speed 
merely by seeing a car pass. If this 
Amendment were carried they would not 
get a speed limit really, but a limit to be 
provided by a policeman. If there was 
to be a speed limit it should be deter- 
mined as accurately as possible. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said they had 
heard of the “ Lady’s Mile,” but in future 
it will be the “ Bobbies’ Mile.” 





Amendment, 
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amended, be there inserted,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“After the last Amendment to insert the 
words, ‘ Provided that a person prosecuted for 
an offence under this section shall not be con- 
vieted on the evidence of one witness only.’ ”— 
(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


| Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether it 


would not be better to have two justices. 
In England one justice could convict. 
Would it not be fair to say, “a person 
prosecuted for an offence under this 
section should not be convicted by one 
justiee only” ? 


Lord HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
asked whether, in this case, there would 
be an appeal to the quarter sessions, or 
whether the case would be decided 
finally by the magistrate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have already 
said [ am prepared to consider that. 





Mr. MARSHALL HALL pointed out 
that there should be two witnesses as to 
speed. At present there might be two 
witnesses, but only one could speak as to 
speed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG admitted that 
there must be two witnesses as to speed. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. DALZIEL said his next Amend- 
ment was to leave out Sub-section 2 of 
Clause 1, which provided that any con- 
stable might, without warrant, arrest 
and take to the police station any driver 
of a motor-car who, in his opinion, had 
committed an offence under the clause. 
That was a pretty serious matter when 
the Bill was first drafted, it was much 
more serious now. 


Mr. ,WALTER LONG pointed out 
that by a subsequent Amendment he 
proposed to move this sub-section into its 
proper place in Section 7, so that it 
would not apply to Clause 1. 
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Mr. DALZIEL said then he would} cab or a butcher’s cart might be ar. 
discuss his Amendment in its relation to | rested, not by a constable only, but by 
the Bill as drafted. The question was! any person, if it was necessary for the 
whether a police constable should have protection of the public. In the present 
power to arrest a driver of a motor-car | case it was not in the least likely that 
when he thought he had committed an | the power of arrest would ever be put 
offence under this sub-section. It was in force except in cases where the driver 
a very severe sub-section. He thought resists the authority of the police, or 
it was only reasonable that a police; where he was in a condition which made 
constable should be satisfied. with the| his further driving dangerous to the 
private card of the driver and _ the! public. 
number of his car, by which he could | 
always be identified, and that then he; Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY asked 
should be summoned in the ordinary way.,| whether they were net engaged in 
If a hansom-zab driver ran his cab into! flogging dead horses. If all that 
another vehicle, nine times out of ten his Sub-section 2 did was to enact what 
number was taken and he was sum-|was at present the law, it only 
moned in the ordinary course, whereas, | advertised really what the law was, and 
in this case, the police constable had ajthe Government had nothing to gain 
right to be dissatisfied with the driver's by it. He submitted, under the circum- 


Bill. 456 


card, and would have a right to haul him 
off to the police station. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 12, to leave 
section 2.°—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


out Sub- 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out 


that the sub-section only carried 
out what was at present the law, 
that, under the Highways Act 


of 1835, a person causing an accident 
could be arrested, not only by a con- 
stable but by any person. 


Mr. DALZIEL said in practice arrests | 


were never made. What he argued was 
that, in regard to this particular Bill, 
where there was so much prejudice. and 
where the mind of the policeman was 
absolutely poisoned by those who hated 
motors, he would not show that in- 


dulgence to motorists that he would | 


show tothe driver of a hansom cab or 
butcher’s cart, that it was only right 
that he should not have the power to 
take the driver to the station. 


Mr. WALTER LON : opposed the 


stances, that they might delete the sub- 
section, and leave the law as it was and 
not unnecessarily advertise it. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 


| Tunbridge) said the case was even 
stronger than that put by his hon. 
friend, because, as the right hon. 


Gentleman pointed out, this sub-section 
weakened the law. He therefore ap- 
pealed to him to accept the Amendment. 


Major JAMESON supported the 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentle 
man had told the Committee that this 
clause was more favourable to the 
motorists, but if motorists preferred the 
law as it stood, the right hon. Gentle. 
man could have no reason to retain it. 
He objected to the clause altogether. 
|The Bill had been drawn under totally 
different circumstances. In the first 
place, the right hon. Gentleman had 
told them that the introduction of the 
speed limit was the greatest folly that 
had ever been committed. He now 
came down and carried a speed limit. 
No criminal could be found who had 
less justice shown to him than would be 
| shown to the motorist if a constable 
| was to be allowed to pounce upon him 
'and drag him off to durance vile. If 
'this Amendment were persisted in he 





Amendment, stating that the sub-section | should support it in the Division Lobbies. 
simply set out the present law, only it | 

rather weakened the law and made it} *Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU pointed out 
more favourable to the motorist. Under that he had down an Amendment 
the Highways Act the driver of a hansom dealing with the case of the man who 
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refused to give his name and address 
and whose car did not bear marks of 
identification, and he thought that 
would best meet the case. 


Mr. DALZIEL said if the Govern- 
ment accepted that Amendment he was 
willing to withdraw his own. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN moved 
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Mr. NORMAN said he should like to 
have cleared up a point which puzzled 
motorists. Was it an offence for a 
motorist not to stop when he was 


called upon to do so by a man not in 
uniform 4 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY: It is not an 
offence. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that as the object of his Amendment 


toinsert after “constable the words “in| was to prevent the stopping of motor- 
uniform.” The object was to limit the | cars by men not in uniform he should 
power of arrest to police-constab‘es in| not press it now that it was laid down 
uniform. Ifamanin civilian clothes was | that only a constable in plain clothes 








tohold up his hand toa motorist to stop, | 
how was the motorist to know that he) 
was not some person intent on a practical 
joke ? If the right hon. Gentleman 
did not accept this Amendment he 
would be putting a very severe disability 
on motorists, as they would be liable to 
heavy penalties for not stopping, 
although they might not know whether | 
the person who told them to stop was a 
constable or not. They might commit | 
the offence quite in ignorance. 





Amendment proposed 


“In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘con- 
stable’ to insert the words ‘in uniform.’ ’— 
(Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


(Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 





could stop a ear. 


*Mr. SCOTT - MONTAGU: If a 
constable is not in uniform how can we 
tell him from a private individual ? 


Mr. BAYLEY said they had just passed 
an Amendment providing it should be 
necessary to have two witnesses in 
order to secure a conviction, and yet 
this clause would enable one _police- 
man in private clothes to arrest 
a motorist. He hoped the Amendment 
would be pressed so that only uniformed 
persons should have the power of arrest. 


*Mr. SCOTL-MONTAGU thought it 
unnecessary to press the Amendment, as 
the Attorney-General had assured the 


Committee that no policeman could stop 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY hoped the | 
hon. Member would not press the | 
Amendment, as it was unnecessary. li | 
a constable in plain clothes arrested a | 
motorist he would, of course, give proof 
that he was a constable. It was quite 
Unreasonable to insist that he should 
be in uniform. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND was able 
to say from a wide experience extending 
over many \years that, whether one 
was arrested by a constable in uniform 
or by a constable in plain clothes, the 
sensation was exactly the same. 





“*Tur LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. ‘i 
GRAHAM MURRAY, 
was a question of stopping the car at | 
the behest of anyone who might be a | 
private individual and not a constable | 
even in disguise. Were motorists to be 
expected to do that ? 


VOL. CXXVIL. [Fourtn Series. ] 





a motorist unless in unform. 


Mr. DALZIEL agreed, as the Govern- 
ment had admitted it would not be an 
offence if a driver ignorant that the 
person who hailed him was a constable, 
declined to stop. 


Me. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN repeated 
that he would withdraw his Amendment 
if he was assured that a person who 
failed to stop when a plain clothes con- 
stable held up his hand would not be 
guilty of an offence. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said there was 
no doubt whatever on that point. 


3uteshire) said it} Obviously only a constable in uniform 
had the right to stop and arrest. 


Mason JAMESON was glad of that 


assurance, for only on Bink Holiday his 
motor was pulled up by a fellow who 


Q 
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wanted to borrow half-a-crown. Nothing 
would again induce him to stop for a 
man in plain clothes. 





*THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
the section referred not to stopping, but 
to arresting. 


Mayor JAMESON said a man could 
not be arrested until he had been 
stopped. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that in view of the statement made on 
behalf of the Government that the 
constable must be in uniform he would 
not press the Amendment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU formally 
moved to amend Sulb-section 2 by 
inserting alter the word “view” the 
words “ who refuses to give his name 
and address, or whose motor-car does not 
bear the mark or marks of identification.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 14, at end, to insert the 
words, ‘who refuses to give his name and 
address, or whose motor-car does not bear | 
the mark or marks of identification.’ ”°—(Mr. 
Scott-Montagu.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT 
substitute “or” for ‘‘and’’ 


moved to 
in line 17. 


Amendment proposed— 


, line 17, to leave | out the word 


“In page 1 
—(Six Albert 


‘and’ and insert the word ‘ or.’ 
Rollit.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Major JAMESON moved to omit 
from ‘‘Act”’ in line 17 to the end of 
the clause. He thought the object of 
the Amendment would be apparent to 
everybody. Under the clause as_ it 
stood it would be the duty of the 
owner of a motor-car to give any 
information within his power to lead 
to the identification of a driver, and 
failure to do so would render him liable 
to be fined. Anything more grossiy 
unfair was never put into an Act of | 
Parliament. It was seriously proposed | 


Major Jameson, 
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that the owner should act the spy upon 
his own driver. He did not believe 
there were three Members of the House 
_who would dream of doing such a thing, 
and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would allow these words to be deleted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 17, to leave out from the 
word ‘Act,’ to end of clause.’ *— (Major 
Jameson ) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out 
that when a censtable had taken the 
number of a car, the only way in which 
the name of the owner could be 
ascertained was by reference to the 
register. In the meantime, the driver 
might think it advisable to attempt 
to evade justice. Surely in such a case 
the owner ought to be called upon to 
give what assistance he could to find 
the driver. There was only one alterna- 
tive, and that was to make the owner 
liable for the acts of the driver. He 
thought the better course was to call 
upon the owner to give the necessary 
information. 


| Masor JAMESON asked whether the 

right hon. Gentleman could conceive 
of any owner coming forward to give 
evidence against his own driver. It 
was a grossly unfair provision. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. ALLHUSEN thought it rather 
hard that an owner should be liable to 
imprisonment for the offence here 
provided against, and in order to elicit 
the view of the right hon. Gentleman 
he moved to insert after ‘‘ Act,” in line 
22, the words, “and shall be liable on 
summary conviction to a fine not 
exceeding £10.” 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 22, after the word ‘ Act,’ 
to insert the words, ‘ and shall be liable on 
summary convictioa to a fine not exczeding 
£10.” —(Mr. Allhusen.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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Mr. WALTER LONG thought the 
hon. Member hardly appreciated the 
gravity of the Amendment. Before this 
penalty could be inflicted the driver 
must have committed an offence and 
have refused to give his name and 
address, or have given a false name or false 
address. It could not be suggested that it 
was not a serious matter for a driver to 
be guilty of such conduct, and the owner 
to refuse to assist in his identification. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sm FREDERICK BANBURY moved 
to add the following new sub-section :— 
“(4) If a driver of a motor-car refuses to 
stop the movement of the engine when 
the motor-car is stationary when requested 
to do so by a police constable or by any 
person having charge of any horse or 
mule, he shall be guilty of an offence 
under this Act.” He understood that the 
motorists had no objection to the Amend- 
ment provided certain words, which he 
was willing to accept, were inserted. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 22, at end, to insert the 
words, ‘ (4) If a driver of a motor-car refuses to 
stop the movement of the engine when the 
motor-car is stationary when requested to do 
so by a police constable or by any person 
having charge of any horse or mule, he shall be 
guilty of an offence under this Act.’ ”—(Sir 
Frederick Banbury). 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
if the Amendment were accepted he 
desired also to insert the words, 
after the word “stationary,” “for more 
than three minutes, except when detained 
by reason of the traffic.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped his hon. 
friends would not press the Amendment, 
either in its original or in its amended 
form. This was one of the things that 
ought to be met by regulation. Under 
the Act of 1896 the Local Government 
Board had power to frame regulations, 
and he was quite prepared to frame a 
regulation dealing with this subject on 
the lines suggested by the Amendment. 


Mr. DALZIEL expressed his surprise 
at the action of the President of the 
Local Government Board. He thought 
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the right hon. Gentleman hardly realised 
the effect of this proposal. It simply 
meant that any person in charge of a 
mule might stop a car and compel the 
engine to be turned off. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that what 
he had undertaken to do was to accept 
the principle of the proposal; he would 
take care that the regulation was framed 
in a fair and reasonable way. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the point of this 
proposal was that if a motor-car was 
standing still, and the engine was on, a 
person in charge of a mule could compel 
him to turn off the engine. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: Why not?] He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would do nothing 
so foolish as to accept this proposal. If a 
driver of a motor-car saw a horse in 
trouble he almost invariably slowed down. 
It would be very unfair that a person in 
charge of a mule should be able to insist 
upon a man stopping his engine. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said 
the hon. Member opposite was quite 
mistaken in thinking that this was not a 
grievance to the people who drove 
horses. The other day the driver of a 
motor-car standing stationary near his 
horse deliberately refused to stop his 
engine until a police constable appeared, 
and then he had to do it. If his right 
hon. friend would give an assurance that 
in framing regulations this danger would 
be guarded against he should be very 
pleased to withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. NORMAN said his hon. friend 
the Member for Kirkcaldy was quite 
right in his contention. If a man held 
up his hand the motor-car driver was 
compelled to stop, and then a person in 
charge of a mule could compel him to 
stop his engine. This would practically 
prevent motor-cars using the public roads 
at all. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he should like to 
point out two of the weak points of the 
clause which would very much endanger 
the usefulness of this Bill. In the first 
place there was the liability which they 
were placing upon the driver of the car, 
and secondly there was the question of 
testing the speed. Upon this point a 


Q2 
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reasonable Amendment had been proposed, | 
and if it had been accepted it would have 
satisfied many hon. Members who were | 
dissatisfied with the Bill as it stood. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU, in moving 
the Amendment standing in his name, 
asked the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he had any idea of the size 
of the numbers to be adopted. He 
thought the numbers should be reason- 
ably conspicuous but not disfiguring. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 26, after the word ‘num- 
ber,’ to insert the words ‘ not exceeding in size 
seven inches in length by three inches in 
width.’ ”— (Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 
size of the numbers would have to be, 
varied somewhat according to the size of 
the cars, and it was very undesirable that 
any words in the Bill should fix the size. 
This was a matter which could be best 
dealt with by regulations. 


MaJor JAMESON said he hoped the 
President of the Local Government Board 
would give them some idea as to the size 
of these numbers. This was a matter 
which should not be left to everybody to 
decide, and some definite marks should 
be provided for in the Bill. He con- 
tended that they had no right to brand 
a motor-car like a convict, and make it 
unsightly, and it was absolutely necessary 
that the Government should give them 
some declaration of their intention upon 
this point. ‘They should have a clearly 
defined mark, so that there would be no 
more of this shilly-shallying which had 
happened upon other points. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU hoped the 
right hon, Gentleman, in framing his 
regulations, would take care that the 
cars, especially those for town use, would 
not be disfigured in any way. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) : asked if it was intended to have 


Mr. Dalziel. 
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the mark on the front and the back 
or only in one place. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said these cars 
varied immensely in size and shape and 
weight. Probably in some cases one in 
front and one at the back would be 
sufficient, but so long as they secured 
that the mark was conspicuous that 
would be all that they would insist upon. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY (Lanea- 
shire, Ormskirk) moved to insert the 
following new sub-section:—-‘In any 
ease in which the number hereinbefore 
referred to is made use of for the purpose 
of a prosecution, the prosecutor or in- 
formant shall by evidence prove that all 
possible means had been taken at the 
time that the alleged offence was com- 
mitted to notify to the person so prose- 
cuted that he was required to stop; in 
default of which, any person or persons 
instituting a prosecution or laying the 
information under the Acts aforesaid, 
shall pay any costs and expenses incurred 
by the person so prosecuted.” He said 
the reasons for the Amendment were 
obvious. As the law at present stood, it 
would be possible for anyone walking 
along the road to institute proceedings 
under this Act against a motorist. That 


' alleged contravention might take place at 


Barnet, and the summons might not reach 
him until he reached Carlisle some days 
later. The person prosecuted would not 
have any means of ascertaining on which 
part of the road the offence wascommitted, 
and would be precluded from calling wit- 
nesses—in fact, would be able to offer no 
defence whatever. It would be only fair 
that those who intended to prosecute 
under the Act should at least take all 
reasonable means of informing the men 
they intended to prosecute. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 30, after the word ‘ Act’ 
to insert the words ‘In any case in which the 
number hereinbefore referred to is made use of 
for the purpose ot a prosecution, the prosecutor 
or informant shall by evidence prove that all 
possible means had been taken at the time that 
the alleged offence was committed to notify to 
the person so prosecuted that he was required 
to stop. In default of which, any person or 
persons instituting a prosecution or laying the 
information under the Acts aforesaid, shall pay 
any costs and expenses incurred by the person 
so prosecuted.’ ”—(Mr. Arthur Stanley.) 








on. 


~ 
phecleoleoleeh..t he ke le eee eee 


~ 





SS CO |S ae SVS OF eee SlUwYY 


- 








465 Motor-Cars 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped his hon. 
friend would not press the Amendment. 
To introduce at this stage an Amendment 
so important, which had not appeared on 
the Paper, would be a dangerous step. 
He assured his hon. friend that he would 
consider the Amendment before Report. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed-— 


‘In page 2, line 1, to leave out the word 
‘five,’ and insert the word ‘ twenty.’ ”—(J/r. 


Brigg.) 


Allhusen, AugustusH‘n’y Eden 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Craig,Charles Curtis(.dntrim,S 
Elibank, Master of 
Foster,PhilipS. (Warwick, S.W 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster. Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell,J.H.M( Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Y.C. W, (Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L -(Down, North. 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
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AYES. 


Londsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Montagu G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Seott (Hants 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Rigg, Richard 


oberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


NOES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 

trardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hamilton, RtHn. Lord G( Midd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Henderson, Arthur ()urham) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kemp, Lieut. -Col. George 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks.NR 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
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Question proposed, “That the word 
‘five’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG accepted the 
Amendment, 
lenged by a number of hon. Members, 


but a division was chal- 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 22 ; 
(Division List No. 244). 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormshkirk 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh'n,N 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Dalziel and Major 
Jameson, 


Lee, ArthurH.(HantsFareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( BristolS. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Pite 
Nicolson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.(GalwayN. 
O'Brien, Patrick (Ki/kenny) . 
O'Kelly, James(ltoscommon,N. 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt x 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Jehn 8. 

temnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Sullivan, Donal 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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Warde, Colonel ©. E. 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(O2f'dUniv | Weir, James Gallowa, 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. | Welby,Sir Charles G. ‘(Notts 
York, HE. R.) 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und Lyne 


Toulmin, George 
Valentia, Viscount 


White, Luke ( 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland - 
Hood and Mr, Anstruther. 





Walker, Col. William Hall | Wortley, Kt.Hon. C. B. Stuart | 
Waliond,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H | Wylie, Alexander 


Word ‘twenty ’ inserted. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he moved 
this Amendment to prevent injustice 
being done to a driver in the case, for 
instance, of his registered mark being 
obscured in a snowstorm. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 2, line 5, after the word ‘ way’ to 
insert the word ‘ wilfully.’”—(Mr. Louis Sin- 
clair.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘wilfully’ be there inserted in the clause.’ 


Mr. WALTER LONG opposed the 
Amendment, and insisted that it was the 
duty of the driver to keep the means of 
identification legible. 


Mayor JAMESON said that if the 
President of the Local Government Board 
wanted to deal fairly with everyone, as 
he said he would, he ought to accept this 
Amendment. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS said he 
hoped the President of the Board of 
Trade would not give way on this point. 
He thought it would be extremely 
dangerous to tamper in any way with 
the identification clause. It seemed to 
him that the insertion of the word “ wil- 
fully’ would relieve the motorist from 
the responsibility of keeping his number 
clean and legible Even if a motorist 
were driving along a muddy road, it 
should be his duty to stop and clear his 
number if it were rendered illegible. 


Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY said that a 
motorist should not be liable to a fine if 
the identification mark was obscured 
by causes beyond his control. 


§ Mr. SEELY said the Committee 


ought to be very careful not to render 
a man liable to conviction unless he had 
committed an offence wilfully although 
perhaps wilfully was not a proper word. 





Mr. WALTER LONG said he was 
very anxious that nothing should be 
allowed to interfere with the number 
being distinguishable. At the same time, 
there was a possibility of grave injustice 
being done, aud therefore his hon. and 
learned friend would move certain words 
to meet such a case. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
suggest that the following words be 
added—— 

“ Unless he proves that the mark had heen 
obscured or rendered not easily distinguishable 
by unavoidable causes arising from natural 
conditions over which he had no control.” 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he would 
ask leave to withdraw his Amendment. 
He hoped, however, that an Amendment 
would be inserted to cover the case of a 
lamp displaying the number being broken 
through no fault of the motorist. 


Amendment, by leave. withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 2, line 8, to insert the words, 
‘unless he proves that the mark had been 
obscured or rendered not easily distinguishable 
by unavoidable causes arising from natural 
conditions over which he had no control.” —(Sir 
Robert Finlay. 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
The sitting was suspended. 

On the return of the Chairman— 


Clause 3. 

*Mr, SCOTT-MONTAGU moved to 
insert, after the first word “licensed,” the 
words “after an examination conducted 
by experts appointed by the Local 
Government Board.” He said he had 
placed this Amendment on the Paper in 
order to meet the view generally expressed 
by the House, and more or less agreed to 
by the Government, that the licence 
should not be similar to a gun licence, but 
should be a certificate of proficiency. 
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That being so, he thought it would be 
better that these certificates should be 
granted by the Local Government Board 
authorities rather than by each separate 
County Council. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 15, after the word ‘licensed ’ 
to insert the words ‘after an examination 
conducted by experts appointed by the Local 
Government Board.’”—(Mr. Scott Montagu.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THE SECRETARY or rue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said it 
would be extremely difticult for the central 
Department to appoint experts to conduct 
examinations all over the country. Such 
a plan, even if it could be carried into effect, 
would be, he thought, very unsatisfactory. 


*Mr. SCOTT - MONTAGU - asked 
whether the Local Government Board 
would undertake to ensure that on the 
authority appointed by the County Coun- 
cil there should be a fair representation 
of automobilists, so that the matter would 
be dealt with by persons really familiar 
with the subject. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON thought it 
would be extremely difficult for the Local 
Government Board to arrange the consti- 
tution of the County Councils all over the 
country. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that this proposal 
raised a very difficult question, and it 
was doubtful whether the adoption of the 
Amendment would secure the object the 
Committee generally had in view—viz., 
that no person should have charge of a 
car unless he thoroughly understood its 
mechanism and was qualified to drive it. 
The Committee ought to have some idea 
of the kind of test that was to be applied. 
It would not be sufficient for an official or 
a member of the County Council to go for 
a ride, and then, because the driver 
brought him back without an accident, 
to grant a licence. The best drivers 
were generally the most dangerous men 
on the road, because they would take 
risks that less experienced drivers would 
avoid. He would prefer the Local 
Government Board to the officials of 
County Councils in this matter; they 
were less likely to be prejudiced. 





{7 Aucust 1903} Bill. 470 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON suggested 
that the remarks of the hon. Member 
would be more applicable to an Amend- 
ment lower on the Paper standing in the 
name of the President of the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR regretted the 
absence of the President of the Local 
Government Board, as this was a very 
important Amendment, and the public 
were entitled to know whether, when a 
man produced a licence, it might be 
taken for granted that he was qualified 
to drive. The Amendment referred to by 
the Parliamentary Secretary would not at 
all meet the case. How was a man to learn 
to drive a car unless he was given a licence? 
If it was to be laid down that an appli- 
cant must satisfy the County Council as to 
his qualifications, a Court of experts 
would have to be established. What was 
to be the test? The Local Government 
Board ought not to shirk their responsi- 
bilities in this matter. He thought the 
Bill was better without this Amendment. 
The licence should be the same as a gun 
licence in the sense that it was not a 
certificate of proficiency. It was surely 
as dangerous to carry a gun as to drive a 
motor-car, 


Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY asked how 
a driver was to learn in order to get a 
licence. Another point was whether, if 
a man obtained a licence to drive a small 
car, that licence would entitle him to 
drive a larger car. 


*Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) said 
he was told by motorists that in the 
matter of driving there was as much 
difference between one kind of car and 
another as between a donkey and a four- 
in-hand. It was therefore a somewhat 
important point whether a man who 
obtained a licence for a simple car would 
be allowed to drive a more difficult one. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked how, if a licence 
was not to be given until a test had been 
passed, a man was to qualify to pass that 
test. 


Mr. MURRAY instanced the ease of a 
man who had learnt to drive a motor- 
bicycle round a yard. Would he be 
passed as qualified to drive a powerful 
car ? 
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Mr. WALTER LONG asked how 
was a beginner to learn to drive ? Was a 
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man not to be allowed to drive a motor- | 


bicycle unless he had proved himself 
capable of driving a motor-car. There 
were many different kinds of cars, and 
although a man might be proficient in 
driving one sort of car, he might not be 
proficient in driving another sort of car. 
He suggested that it would be much 
better to discuss this point upon the 
Amendment which stood in his name. 
When they reached that Amendment he 
should be prepared to say what procedure 
he proposed. and his statement would 
cover the questions raised by several 
hon. Members upon this point. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) did not think it was sufficient to 
have the vehicles numbered. He sub- 
mitted that when a motor-car rushed 
past and an accident occurred they would 
not be able to get the number. If they 
could see the driver’s face distinctly so as 
to be able to identify him afterwards that 
would be better than all the numbers 
with which they could mark a vehicle. 
If his Amendment were carried, no doubt 
some covering for the face would be 
devised which would not conceal the 
features. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 17, at end, to insert the 
words—‘ No person shall drive a motor-car on 
a public highway with his face so concealed 
as not to be reasonably identified.’ ”—(Mr. 
Lawrence.) 


Question proposed “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said many 
people went to the Derby with their faces 
so concealed that it was impossible to 
recognize them. But was the recognition 
of the countenance in the least likely to 
be a useful means of finding out who the 
car belonged to? The object of the Bill 


was not to secure identification of the | 


individual, but to indentify the car itself, 
and having got that what did it matter 
about identification by the face. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY ap- 
pealed to his hon. friend to withdraw this 
hon. 


ridiculous Amendment, If his 
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friend had had any experience of passing 
through the air, even on a bicycle, he 
would find that the current of air against 
the face frequently caused watering of the 


/eyes and necessitated the wearing of 


goggles. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
«In page 2, line 22, after the word ‘ borough,’ 


| toinsert the words ‘ or in the British Dominions 
' beyond the seas or in any foreign country.’ ”’— 


(Mr. Murray.) 


Question proposed—“ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he thought 
a foreigner would be entitled to apply for 
a licence, but he would make inquiries, 
and if there was any doubt about it he 
would have words inserted on the Report 
stage to meet the case. He did not 
want to restrict the number of people 
obtaining licences, but, primé face a 
person ought to get his licence in the 
county in which he lived. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said that, under 
the statute, residence meant the ocecupa- 
tion of any property with an intention to 
go from and return to it. It was not a 
question of domicile. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR thought they 
ought to allow a Frenchman to come to 
this country and get a licence as soon 
as possible. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that was 
already provided for. Provision was 
made in the preceding clause for reason- 
able facilities with regard to the taking 
out of car licences. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 23, to leave out the words 


‘one shilling, and insert the words ‘five 
shillings.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Questien proposed—‘ That the words 


one shilling’ stand part of the clause.” 
DoD 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that this 
was really in the nature of an annual 
tax. He suggested that motor-cyclists 
should pay a reduced fee of 2s. 6d. or Is. 
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for a licence, inasmuch as motor-bicyclists 
were, as a rule, men of very moderate 
means. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he could not 
give way on this point. There was a 
very great distinction between motor and 
ordinary bicycles. They cost much more, 
for one thing. He was informed that a 
motor-hicycle worth having could not be 
bought for much less than £40 or £50. 
[An Hon. MEMBER: £28.] He did not 
think a charge of 5s. was excessive, 
especially as motor-cars made no separate 
contribution of their own towards the 
local cost of the roads. 


Mr. SEELY pointed out that motor- 
cycles had to pay an Inland Revenue tax 
of two guineas like other motors, and 
he suggested that if this fee of 5s. was 
put on, the right hon. Gentleman should 
use his influence to obtain the reduction 
of the tax to a more reasonable figure. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY hoped 
his right hon. friend would not give way. 
This registration fee would go some way 
towards recouping County Councils for 
their expenditure under the Act. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
motor-cycles now paid taxes as motor- 
ears and carriages, and paid more thar a 
dog-cart. It was now proposed that they 
should pay 5s. in addition to the annual 
tax. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was per- 
fectly true that the Inland Revenue 
charge on motor-cycles was higher than 
that on dog-carts, but he contended that 
the motor-cycle, in respect of the 
distance that could be covered, was 
equivalent at least to a dog-cart and two 


(7 AuGusT 1993} 


Bill. 474 


Mr. ALLHUSEN said that motor- 
cycles were beginning to be used by 
artisans who purchased them on the 
hire system, and he thought it would 
be too much to add 5s. to the two 
guinea tax now paid, especially seeing 
that other vehicles used for trade 
purposes were not taxed at all. 


Mr. MURRAY said there was no 
grumbling about the proposal to charge 
1s., but if in addition to the two guineas 
already paid there was a charge of 5s. 
there would be serious complaints. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said if they 
charged two guineas on motor-cycles 
they really precluded the artisan from 
using them. Surely the President of 
the Local Government Board did not 
put forward the argument seriously that 
a motor-cycle was equivalent to a dog- 
cart and two horses. An artisan could 
not use a dog-cart to bring him to his 
work, but he could use a motor-cycle. 
He appealed to his right hon. friend 
to reduce the charge from two guineas 
to 15s., which was as much as working 
men could afford to pay. 


Mr. SEELY said the President of the 
Local Government Board gave away his 
own case by the illustration of the dog- 
cart. A motor-cycle cost £40, but a 
dog-cart and two horses cost £150, and 
the expense of keeping them up would 
be three or four times as much. 


Question pnt. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 23 ; 
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wiffith, Ellis J. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
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Anson, Sir William Reynell 
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AYES. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Montagu, G. (Huntinydon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


NOES. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Asher, Alexander 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
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Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Lifion) 
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Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES--- 
Mr. Charles Murray and 
Mr.: Louis Sinclair. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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Brigg, John 
Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell,J.HM. (Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (/sirm 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

hrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Ediwin 
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Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 


Keswick, William 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow | 
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Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Samuel, Herbt, L. (Cleveland) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear John Ward 


Stanley, Lord (Zanes.) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G( Oxford Unir 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, EH. R.) 
Wylie. Alexander 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Doug!as 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 





Words inserted. - 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 23, to leave out the words 
‘one shilling’ and insert the words ‘ five shil- 
lings.’ ’’—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 


“In page 2, line 23, after the last Amend- 
ment to insert the words ‘and who (if he has 
not already held a licence) shows to the satis- 
faction of the Council that he is competent to 
drive a motor-car.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said he 
wished to suggest to the President of the 
Local Government Board that he should 
add a proviso which would read: “ But, 
nevertheless, any person may drive a 
motor-car for the purpose of learning to 
drive, if accompanied by a properly certi- 
ficated person.” How otherwise was any- 
one to learn how to drive. 


Mr. REMNANT said he would add to 
the suggestion of the hon. Member for 
New Forest the words “on roads to be 
agreed upon by the Council.” 


Sm FREDERICK BANBURY said he ! 


hoped that his hon. friend would with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, Edward 


O’Brien. P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick TELLERS FOR THE Noxks— 
Pretyman, Ernest George Sir Alexander Acland. 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 


(| Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 
also hoped that his hon. friend would not 
press his Amendment. The possession of 

'a licence would be the guarantee of the 
competence of the driver. Hon. Mem- 
bers should remember that cars differed 
enormously ; and that a man who could 
drive one class of car could not drive 
another. Yet under this clause any 
man would be able to get a certificate 

‘enabling him to drive any class of car, 
That was perfectly absurd ; and the test 
proposed was not of the slightest advan- 
tage. 


Mason JAMESON said he hoped the 
President of the Local Government Board 
would be able to accept an Amendment 
of the nature proposed. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY aid 
that his right hon. friend knew that there 
were officials of Scotland Yard whose 
duty it was to test the skill of every 
applicant for a licence to drive a cab or 
an omnibus. That being the case, he 
thought a similar condition should be 
inserted in connection with drivers of 
motor-cars. He quite recognised _ the 
difficulty which had been pointed out, 
| that there was no proper training ground; 
but a novice could be trained not only on 
private ground but also on ground selected 
' by a County Council for that purpose. 
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Mr. MURRAY asked if the owner of 
a motor-bicycle who had also a motor-car 
would be required to take out two 
licenses. 


Mr. WALTER LONG replied in the 
negative. 


Sin CHARLES RENSHAW said that 
where there were only fifty or a hundred 
motor-cars in a county, it would be un- 
fair to require the County Council to 
appoint particular officials for the purpose 


477 


{7 Auaust 1903} 


Bill. 178 


rejected by the Committee, as they 
thought fit. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that it 
was desirable that the Committee should 
understand what the Amendment meant. 
They were asking the County Councils 
to test the ability of drivers of motor- 
cars. [Several Hon. MempBers: Divide, 
Divide 

*Toe CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 


hon. Member either to continue or to dis- 
continue his speech, 
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LONG said he was 
quite prepared to leave the Amendment 
an open question to be 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 51 ; 
Noes, 74. (Division List No. 246.) 
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Amendments proposed— 
‘In page 2, line 24, to leave out the word 


‘section,’ and insert the word ‘Act.’ ”—(Mr. 
Walter Long.) 


“In page 2, line 29, to leave out from begin- 
ning, to end of line 31.”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Motor-Cars 





Amendments agreed to. 


“In page 2, line 82, after the word 
‘produced,’ to insert the words ‘by any 
person driving a motor-car.’”—(Mr. Murray.) 


Amendment agreed to, 


MaJor JAMESON thought that when a 
constable demanded to see a licence he 
should be in uniform, otherwise a motorist 
would not know whether he had authority 
or not. He was not afraid of men 
masyuerading in uniform. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 33, after the word ‘con- 
stable,’ to insert the words ‘in uniform.’ ”’— 
(Major Jameson.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that this 
was precisely the same point as the Com- 
mittee had discussed earlier in the evening. 
He hoped the decision then arrived at 
would be adhered to. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 2, line 33, after the word ‘con- 
stable,’ to insert the words ‘ or, in the event of 
the licence not being in the possession of the 
person at the moment of demand, he shall give 
the constable his name and address.’ ’—(.Vr. 
Philip Foster.) 


Question proposed ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he pro- 
posed to deal with the point by regulation. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 33, at end, to insert the 
words ‘If any person ,fails so to produce his 
licence he shall be liable on summary conviction 
in respect of each offence to a fine not exceed- 
ing £5.’”—-(Mr. Walter Long.) 
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disqualified for obtaining a licence for a vould I 
period of one year from the date of such § MP : 
conviction, and any licence which he held § °°"! 
at the date of such conviction shall beg. 
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it necessary that some such provision iM 
should be inserted for the protection both J 7 ® 
| of the public and of the owners of motor. _— | 
cars. Everybody interested in the in- )%"0U*") 
dustry would desire that the ranks of the J 8%" 
drivers should be purged of men addicted § . 
to drink, and he hoped the right hon. DIR 
Gentleman would be able to accept at any a 
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rate the principle of the Amendment. 
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offence to which drunkenness contributed Hay, Hor 
he would, of course, come under the firs 
and subsequent sections of the Act. Hy 
would be rather hard on a man to prevell 
him driving altogether if he were fount 
_ drunk on one occasion. 
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_ should be drunkenness in connection with 


motor-car driving. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, S.) 


declared that nothing could be more 
| dangerous than to have a man addicted 


to drink in charge of a motor-car, 
and a conviction for drunkenness ought 
surely to be a sufficient ground for 


not allowing him to have charge of one. 


Mr. DALZIEL agreed with the position 
taken up by the right hon. Gentleman. 


_ An individual who might be bad personally 


might still prove a good motor-car driver, 
and they were now only dealing with 
him in his capacity as a motor-car driver. 
Let the right hon. Gentleman accept the 
Act on the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for Shipley, and say that a conviction for 
drunkenness, to disqualify a man from 
holding a licence, should be one under 
the Act, and not altogether outside his 
capacity as a motor-car driver. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS said that if 
the Bill dealt with horse driving he would 
gladly support the Amendment, and having 
regard to the delicate and dangerous 
nature of motor-car driving he thought 
it ought to be all the more carefully 
considered. 


Question put 


Committee 56 ; 


divided : — Ayes, 
Noes, 79. 


(Division List No. 247.) 


AYES. 


| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 


Randles, Jolin S. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Lifion) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Clevelans/) 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 


| Lawson, SirWilfrid (Cornwadl/) 


Leveson-Gower,rederickN.S. | 
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rds | Mason JAMESON thought this the 
most objectionable Amendment he had 
ever heard of. The Habitual Drunkards | 
ked J Act was not in it with it. He hoped the | 
n ‘sht hon. Gentlemen would adhere to his 
an J right 
the §f decision. | 
nee ome 
he | Mr. SEELY thought there was a good | 
ring 9 deal to be said for the Amendment. 
They had heard a good deal about the 
dangers {of motor-cars, but surely one of 
the the chief was a drunken man being in 
ible arse. 
= Mr. CORRIE GRANT thought the 
, Amendment deserved to be treated much 
more seriously than the right hon. Gentle- 
wan had treated it. There was a very 
strong feeling in favour of it. 
m Mr. WILLIAM M‘ARTHUR (Corn- 
. of yall, St. Austell) presumed that before a 
be qalicence was granted to a man inquiries 
es yould be made as to whether he was a 
uch @ Oper person to hold one. Surely the 
veld proceeding would not be a mere matter of 
he orm. The matter might well be left to 
the discretion of the local authorities. 
ight 
wih} Mk. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
an. Hoxton) hoped the Amendment would be 
“jn. fetiously considered. It was necessary 
the ¢@ guard the public in this matter. 
eter > pepe ee . seaidcoieasae 
on, ER | FORTESCU EK FLANNERY 
any thought that if drunkenness was to dis- 
* Bwalify a man from holding a licence, it 
falfour, Kenneth Kt. (Christch. ; Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
the @ Boscawen, Arthur Griffith Horniman, Frederick John 
I] be @ Brigg, John Jacoby, James Alfred 
ness @ Caldwell, James 
ngs Compton, Lord Alwyne Kilbride, Denis 
date @ Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
ld at Corbett, TV. L. (Down, North) 
ellel @ Cremer, William Randal Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dake, Henry Edward Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
ords § Elibank, Master of MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


Farrell, James Patrick 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 


| 
| 


Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. | 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


NOES. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bigwood, James | 


Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh' nN 
Toulmin, George 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, £.2.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Allhusen and Mr. 
Burdett-Coutts. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bull, William James 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
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Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A.( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. F. 
Craig, Charles C. (Antrim, S.) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport. William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. Geurge H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
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Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Kemp, Lieut. -Colonel George 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawson, J. Grant ( Vorks. N.R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 5. 
Lucas, Reginald. J (Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
titchie,RtHon Chas.Thomson 
Roe, Sir ‘Thomas 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Lenfrew) 
Smith, Hn. W.F.D. (Strand; 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot,RtHn J.G.(Oxf'd Univ, 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
bas oe Colonel C. E. 

hiteley, H.(Ashton-u.- 
Wylie, p {aes vs tam) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland. 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 


Amendment proposed—- 

‘In pages 2 and 3, to make Sub-sections 4, 
5, and 6 a separate clause, with the marginal 
note ‘ erg of licenses and disqualifica- 
tion.’ °—(.Wr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed—— 


«In page 3, line 30, at end, to add the words 
‘The council of a county or county borough 
may withhold for not exceeding two years from 
the commencement of this Act a licence to 
any person who has before the commencement 
of this Act been three or more times convicted 
of offences in respect of a motor-ear.’”—(Mr. 
Brigg.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY thought this 
matter should more properly be left 
to the magistrates under the powers it 
was proposed to confer upon them. 


Question put, and negatived. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU suggested 
that some limit should be put on the time 
for which a licence might be suspended 
or a person disqualified, and that a licence 
should be taken away only for reckless 
driving to the danger of the public. To 
take away the licence merely for infring- 
ing thespeed limit would be grossly unfair ; 
the fines were a sufficient penalty in that 
case. He begged to move. 





Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 30, after Sub-section 6, to 
insert the following sub-section :—‘ A licence 
shall only be taken away or suspended ora 
person disqualified for obtaining a licence in 
consequence of a breach of Section 1 of this 
Act.’ —(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. DALZIEL said that a man might 
drive beyond the limit under the orders 
of his master, and it would be very hard 
on him that he should lose his licence, 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped the 
Committee would not accept the Amend- 
ment. They had created a series of 
offences under Clause 1, and they had 
laid it down that motor-cars were not to 
be driven above a certain speed under 
any circumstances. If a driver deliber- 
ately broke the law he ought to be subject 
to a substantial penalty. 


*Mr. SCOTT - MONTAGU | asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
meet him to this extent, that for the 
first and second offences the licence should 
not be taken away. It seemed very hard 
that for a first offence, perhaps for going 
twenty-one miles an hour, a man _ should 
lose his licence. 


Mr. WILLIAM M‘ARTHUR hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would adhere 
to his decision. The Committee had just 
make 


decided that they would not 
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drunkenness a ground for taking away 
alicence, but if a man was summoned for 
the comparatively small offence of exceed- 
ing the speed limit, and it was found that 
he was drunk, there ought surely to be 
power to take away his licence. 
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Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN joined 
in the appeal that a licence should not be 
taken away for a first offence. It would 
meet the views of many Members on that 
side of the House if the right hon. 
Gentleman would limit the suspension of 
the licence to the second and subsequent 
offences. 


Mr. MURRAY pointed out that if a 
man was drunk while in charge of a 
motor-car he would come under Section 1. 
A man’s means of livelihood ought not to 
to be taken away unless he had done 
something to the danger of the public, 
and in that case he would be dealt with 
under Seetion 1. 


Mr. WILLIAM M‘ARTHUR | said 
that if the discretion of the authority 
were limited by the adoption of these 
words, drunkenness would not enter into 
the question of whether or not a man’s 
licence should be taken away. A man 
might be blind drunk and driving a car 
at twenty miles an hour, but if there was 
nobody about he would not be putting 
any human being in danger, yet obviously 
such a man was not fit to hold a licence. 


Mr. ALLHUSEN hoped the hon. 
Member's interpretation was not correct, 
and that if a person was found driving a 
motor-car at even three miles an hour 
while in a state of intoxication he would 
be held to be driving to the danger of the 
public. That being so, it would be very 
hard that a man, perhaps for a mere 
technical offence, perhaps for driving 
twenty-one miles an hour, should be fined 
up to £10, and have his licence suspended 
for an indefinite period. That was really 
carrying the penalty too far. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that on recon- 
sideration he thought this Amendment 
ought to come up as an Amendment to 
the new clause, which would be composed 
of the old Sub-sections 4, 5 and 6. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


{7 Avcust 1903} 








Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 30, at end, to insert the 
words, ‘Any person under the age of 16 years 
shall be disqualified from obtaining a licence, 
and any person who already holds a licence 
shall be disqualified from obtaining another 
licence while the licence so held by him remains 
in force.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 
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Question proposed, “That these words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford) 
moved to amend the Amendment by sub- 
stituting 17 for 16 as theage. He should 
be sorry to say anything disparaging 
about the age of 16, but he thought it 
would be wise to extend the age to 17, 
because motor-car driving demanded 
qualities which one could hardly expect 
to find in a lad of 16 years of age. He 
begged to move as an Amendment to the 
proposed Amendment, to leave out “16” 


~ 


in order to insert “ 17. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

‘In line 2, to leave out the word ‘six- 
teen’ and insert the word ‘ seventeen.’ —(.VUr. 
Arthur Morton.) 


Question proposed, “that the word 
‘sixteen’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


*Mrxe. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland) said this provision would 
apply to motor-bicyclisis, and such a 
restriction of age in that case might con- 
ceivably be a hardship. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that point 
had not been fully considered. He would 
further consider it, and, if necessary, deal 
with it on Report. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU 
that 16 was a very fair age. 


thought 


Question put, and negatived. 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 4. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR, in moving 
the firsts Amendment, said that if a man 


forged a mark he should have a stronger 
punishment than was provided for under 











487 Motor-Cars 


this Act, instead of being fined £10 only. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 31, to leave out the words 
‘forges or fraudulently.’” —(Mr. Louis 
Sinclair). 


Question "proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
his hon. friend would not persevere in 
his Amendment. The forging dealt with 
in this case was not the ordinary case of 
forgery done with the intention of per- 
petrating a fraud. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 32, after the word ‘or’ in- 
sert the words ‘ knowingly and.’”—(Mr. Scott- 
Montagu). 


Question proposed, That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said he could 


not accept this Amendment. 
Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5. 


Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR said it 
was possible for an accident to happen 
without the knowledge of the driver of 
a motor-car, and without him having seen 
anything of it. Unless some such words 
as he suggested were inserted he thought 
many difficulties would arise. 


Amendment proposed— 


«In page 3, line 36, aiter the word ‘ occurs, 
to insert the words ‘ within his view or to his 
knowledge.’ ”—(Mr. Kenneth Baltour.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG could not ac- 
cept this Amendment, but said he would 
be willing, when the Committee came to 
the latter part of the clause, to make it 
read “and if any person knowingly acts 
in contravention of this section he shall 
be liable, &c.” 


Mr. Louis Sinclair. 
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Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR said he 


was willing to accept the right hon. 
Gentleman’s suggestion. 


*Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) hoped 
no Amendment would be made of the 
nature suggested. If such an Amend. 
ment were agreed to, when a motor-car 
came into collision and caused an accident 
of any kind, the defence would always be 
that the driver knew nothing about it, 
that he was not aware of it, and that he 
was not aware that he had committed any 
offence. : 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said if a 
motorist goingalong the road passed a horse 
which became restive, and if he was careful 
not to look behind to see whether the horse 
went into the ditch, he would always be 
able to plead that it was not with his 
knowledge the accident occurred. Surely 
it would be better to leave this as it stood, 
If an accident did occur of which a 
motorist could not be expected to know, 
he would be able to prove his case in 
Court. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said if the 
driver of a motor-car did not stop, not 
knowing that an accident had occurred, 
he surely ought not to be deemed guilty 
of the offence of not stopping. 


Mr. DALZIEL thought it ought not 
to be supposed that motorists were 
inclined to be perjurers, or that they were 
bigger liars than any other class. 


Mr. GORDON said that under the 
clause as it stood the onus of proving 
that the motorist knew of the accident 
would be put on the prosecutor. He 
was anxious that the public should 
be protected, and he would suggest 
the insertion of the following words 
“unless he satisfies the Court that 
he did not see or know of the accident 
at the time it occurred.” That would 
have the effect of putting on the motorist 
the onus of proving that he did not know. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said his im- 
pression was that it would be better to 
leave the clause as itstood. The circun- 
stances of the accident would speak for 
themselves in most cases. He would 
consider his hon. friend’s suggestion, but 
he hoped in the meantime that the Com- 
mittee would not accept the Amendment. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said there 
were cases in which unattended horses ran 
away on the slightest provocation, and 
he thought motorists ought to have some 
protection in respect of such animals. 
He begged to move— 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 3, lines 36 and 37, to leave out the 
words “owing to the presence of the motor- 
car on the road.”—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed— “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he 
thought the drivers of motor-cars should 
be safeguarded from being penalised for 
something that occurred through no fault 
of their own. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said his hon. 
friend was under a misapprehension in 
moving this Amendment. If these words 
were not left in, the driver would be 
under obligation to stop, no matter what 
might be the nature of the accident If 
a boy fell off a fence and broke his arm, 
the driver would have to stop, 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGG moved to leave out “ if 
required” and insert ‘“‘shall.” He 
thought n cases where accidents occurred 
the driver should be obliged to give his 
name and address. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 37, to leave out the words 
‘if required, and insert the word ‘shall.’”— 
—(Mr. Brigg.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the obliga- 
tion was thrown on the driver to give his 
name and address, and also that of the 
owner, if requested. He hoped the 
Amendment would not be pressed. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
VOL. CXXVII. (Fourts Series, 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 38, after the word ‘owner,’ 
to insert the words ‘and the registration mark 
or number.’”—(Mr. Brigg.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that in the 
ordinary case the car must be stopped, 
and anyone could see the registration 
mark or number for himself. In these 
circumstances, the Amendment was un- 
necessary. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 3, line 39, after the word ‘ person,’ 
to insert the word ‘knowingly.’” — (Mr. 
Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sirk FREDERICK BANBURY moved 
an Amendment with the object of leav- 
ing it to the discretion of the magistrates 
to inflict imprisonment if they thought 
proper in cases of contravention of this 
clause. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 40, to leave out from the 
word ‘be, to end of clause, and insert the 
words ‘guilty of an offence under this Act.’?”— 
(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 

Mr. WALTER LON hoped his 
hon. friend would not insist on this 
Amendment. After very careful con- 
sideration it was thought that the penal- 
ties stated in the clause would meet the 
necessities of the case. This particular 
clause was specially exempted from the 
provisions of Clause 9 in regard to penal- 
ties. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 5. W_.), 
said if a man drove away, knowing that 
an accident had occurred, he ought to 
be punished. For the first offence he 
would be fined, but on a second con- 
viction the magistrates should have 
"power to send him to prison. 


R 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 41, to leave out the word 
‘ten, and insert the word ‘ fifty.’”—(Mr. 
Brigg.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he thought 
it was hardly desirable to go on adding 
to these penalties. They had all been 
very carefully considered, and under 
Clause 1 they had created a series of 
offences and imposed very severe penal- 
ties, including imprisonment. 


Mr. BRIGG said that he would with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
nothing could be more cowardly, or 
more mean than that, after an accident 
had occurred, a man, whohad knowledge 
of the occurence, should take advantage 
of the speed of his motor to ride off in 
the endeavour to evade justice, and 
leave those who might be suffering as the 
result of his negligence unattended to. 
The newspapers proved that that was 
being done every day. If a man did 
this once or twice fine him by all means ; 
but if he deliberately behaved in such a 
reprehensible manner a third time, then 
he deserved imprisonment, and at any 
rate it should be left to the option of the 
magistrate to send him to prison. 


Amendment proposed— 


«In page 3, line 42, at end, to add the words 
‘and, in respect of any subsequent offence, 
shall be subject to a term of imprisonment not 
exceeding one month.’”—(Mr. William Red- 
mond.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that every- 
one would agree with the remarks of the 
hon. Member with regard to motorists 
who passed on when an accident hap- 
pened, but he thought they should be 
very careful not to push the penalties 
too far in respect of a new offence which 
converted into a crime what was now 
only a breach of good feeling. 
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Mr. WILLIAM McARTHUR said this 
was exactly the class of case which most 
infuriated the people in the country 
against motor-cars. An accident 
occurred, and it was said that the trouble 
had arisen through the presence of the 
motor-car in the road, and the people inthe 
ear had gone off without rendering any 
assistance or disclosing their identity. 
They were not nowimposing a tremendous 
penalty, they were simply propesing to 
leave it to the magistrate to say how a 
man who had, on three occasions by the 
presence of his motor car in the road, 
caused an accident and shown him- 
self to be so absolutely callous as to 
run away without leaving his name and 
address, should be dealt with. He had 
ro claim to speak for gentlemen who 
owned motors, but he knew some who 
did, and he did not believe that there 
was a sensible man who would object to 
this provision being inserted. He hoped 
the Government would accept the 
Amendment. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAG™ was under- 
stood to say that he rather agreed with 
what had just been said. He would not 
object to the proposal of imprisonment 
for repeated offences; nothing did so 
much harm to motoring as a man who 
drove away after an accident without 
disclosing his identity, but he hoped that 
when the penal clauses were reached his 
friendly attitude to this Amendment 
would be remembered. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said this Bill 
would apply to two countries and possibly 
would be made to apply to Ireland. He 
wished to know, supposing a motorist 
had been convicted of an offence in 
Scotland and had come down and _ been 
convicted of an offence in England and 
had gone over to Ireland, carrying the 
hump upon his back of these two con- 
victions, and committed an offence there, 
could they produce those convictions 
which had taken place in two other 
countries against him? He would like 
the Attorney-General of England, out of 
the vast store of his learning, to explain 
to him the petty sessions law upon 
that subject. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the case 
raised by the hon. Member was certainly 

















lar hlUL SCO 


wr eEPew eFevwvy FF wee! 








493 Motor-Cars 


new, but looking at it, not from the point 
of view of his learning but from the point 
of view of common sense, he should say 
that if a man had committed an offence 
in Seotland he had committed one offence, 
that if he then committed a similar 
offence in Northumberland he would 
have committed a second offence, and 
that if then he went to Ireland and 
committed a similar offence he would 
have committed a third. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND suggested 
in view of what had fallen from the 
hon. and learned Gentleman, that 
it should be left to the discretion of the 
magistrate to impose a fine of £30 or 
inflict a month’s imprisonment. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that if 
the Committee was in favour of the 
Amendment, so far as the Government 
was concerned there would be no 
difficulty. 


Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR said this 
clause stated that in any case when an 
accident occurred, either to horses or 
people, the person driving a motor-car 
was to stop. In the case of a horse, 
which was standing unattended, running 
away down the road, was the motor-car 
to pursue and catch that horse or to stop ? 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said a horse 
running away was not in itself an 
accident, but if its running away caused 
an accident then the motor-car must stop. 


Mr. WILLIAM McARTHUR asked 
whether the hon. and learned Gentleman 
could not make the clause more clear by 
stating that a motor-car must stop where 
an aceident was caused by an unattended 
horse running away and not by the motor- 
car. 


Mason JAMESON objected to the 
hon. and learned Gentleman accepting 
this Amendment. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman was utterly unable to answer 
the question which had been put to him, 
and therefore he (Major Jameson) 
should certainly divide the House against 
the Amendment. 


*Mr. MOSS hoped it would not be 
necessary to divide the House on this 
Amendment. No motorist, however 
enthusiastic he might be, would suggest 
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that a motorist should escape by a mere 
fine. He knew of a case where a 
motorist sent his driver to the clerk of 
the magistrates to offer him a cheque for 
£100 with instructions that when it had 
been all used in fines, if they would send 
round, they should have another cheque. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Sirk CHARLES RENSHAW? said 
before the clause was passed he would 
like to ask the Government to give the 
Committee some information as to what 
the position would be under the clause in 
the case of a person driving a motor-car 
meeting unattended horses and carts. 
That seemed to be unconsidered, in a 
measure, when this clause was drafted. 
He hoped it might yet be possible to 
alter the clause in such a manner before 
the Report stage as to make it perfectly 
clear that a liability would not accrue if a 
man did not stop where a horse or cart 
was unattended on the road. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he had had 
experience of his cars, when standing 
perfectly still, being charged by a horse 
and damage being done to the car in 
consequence. 


Mr. WALTER LONG agreed that the 
language of the clause was a little vague. 
It was a new clause which had been intro- 
duced in the other House and afterwards 
amended. It required reconstruction, and 
he would consider it before Report. 


Masor JAMESON objected to this 
clause being hurried through in such a 
manner. It was admitted that its lan- 
guage was vague, and that being the case 
he opposed its passage and would move 
its omission. It was a perfect disgrace to 
civilisation that such a clause should be 
put into a Bill without anyone having the 
pluck to stand up and say that they dis- 
agreed with a motorist being penalised in 
this way. 


Clause 5 agreed to. 


Clause 6. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 10, after the word ‘entry,’ 
to insert the words ‘and giving.’ ”—(Mr. Walter 
Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
R2 
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Mr. SHAW-STEWART (Renfrewshire, 
E.) said there were two strong objections 
to the lights now carried by motor cars. 
One was they were far too dazzling to 
people using narrow roads on a dark night, 
and the other was that in the opinion of 
many these lights were only carried to 
enable motor-cars to go at an excessive 
speed on dark and foggy nights. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
put some check upon this matter. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, line 15, at end, to insert ‘ with 
respect to the size and power of the lights to be 
used on motor cars; and.’” —(Mr. Shaw- 
Stewart.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he hoped in 
the regulations he proposed to devise there 
would not only be some special regulations 
with regard to lights, but also with regard 
to other questions. He hoped to greatly 
lessen some of the discomforts now felt by 
users of the roads. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said if they 
had the best light it was possible to devise, 
on a foggy night it was of no assistance to 
enable them to go at a high speed, because 
a strong lamp was no use in a fog. 


Masor JAMESON expressed the 
opinion that it was absurd that the Com- 
mittee should be asked to lay down how 
much light people should be allowed to 
earry on dark and foggy nights. It was 
most astonishing to him that anyone 
should suggest to motorists as to how far 
they were to see at nights, and how much 
light they should have for that purpose. 
He should certainly oppose the Amend 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 19, after the second word 
‘licenses,’ to insert the words ‘and for pro- 
viding special facilities for granting licenses to 
persons not resident in the United Kingdom.’ re 
—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY thought that this 
Amendment would have a most extraordin- 
ary effect. There wasnot a manon aCounty 
Council of Ireland who knew anything 
about a motor-car or who would know any- 
thing about issuing licences for motor cars, 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In pave 4, line 19, after the word ‘licences,’ 
to insert the words ‘and for communicating 
particulars thereof to adjoining cr other County 
or County Borough Councils.’ ”°—(Mr. Brigg.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mnr. SCOTT-MONTAGU asked if this 
Amendment meant that minute informa- 
tion should be conveyed, for instance, from 





| 





the County Council of Sussex to the 
County Council of A berdeensbire. 


Mr. WALTER LONG ex plained that it 
was simply in order that one County 
Council could communicate with another 
if necessary. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said this Amend- 
ment was to provide for two things—one 
was the change of ownership of the car, 
which would entail, of course, the necessity 
of re-registration, and the other was to 
provide for the issue of a signed copy of 
the licence where the original licence 
had been lost. That was a matter he had 
promised to provide for in an earlier stage 
of the Bill. It would now be necessary 
to put in words to make re-registration 
consequential at a nominal fee, but that 
could be better done on Report. He 
begged to move— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, line 24, at end of line, to insert 
the werds ‘and may if authorised by those 
regulations and in accordance therewith charge 
in respect of the entry of particulars of the 
ownership of a car on change of ownership 
such fee, not exceeding ten shillings, as may be 
prescribed by the regulations, and in respect «f 
the issue of a new licence in the place of a licence 
lost or defaced, such fee not exceeding one 
shilling as may be prescribed by the regula- 
tions.’ —(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 








49 


th 
ha 


c0) 


ove 
pre 
Lo 
un 
pre 
inc 


aft 





—- 





wow @ Oe OW oF 


mn oO 








Motor-Cars 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU asked if in 
the case of a motor-bicycle changing 
hands the fee would be as high as 10s. 
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Mr. SEELY suggested that in case of 
a motor-bicycle the fee might be 2s. 6d. 


Mr. WALTER LONG promised to 
consider the suggestion. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 7. 


Mr. DALZIEL said in order to get 
an interpret=tion of the clause he moved 
its omission. 


*THE CHAIRMAN thought it would 
be better to wait until they arrived at 
the stage when the clause was put as a 
whole, at present there were Amendments 
to be considered. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said the object 
of his Amendment was that boroughs 
over 10,000 inhabitants which were at 
present the authorities under the “ Light 
Locomotive Act” should be the authorities 
under this Bill. As the clause stood at 
present even the City of London was not 
included in the clause. What he wished 
to do was to omit in the first sub-section, 
after the word “ application” the words, 
* Of the Council of the County or County 
Boroughs” and in their place insert 
“the local authority.” 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, after the word ‘application’ 
to leave out the words, ‘of the Council of the 
County or County Borough’ and insert the 
words ‘the local authority.””—(Mr. Grant 
Lawson.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was in 
favour of this Amendment, because in 
the case of Dublin it would shift the 
responsibility on to the shoulders of the 
corporation. 


Stir ALBERT ROLLIT said that, as 
the Bill stood, the application to the 
Local Government Board to fix par- 
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ticular places at which the speed should 
not exceed ten miles was quite against 
the principle of local goverment. It 
was felt very strongly that that matter 
should rest with the local authority 
because it was a purely local question, 
and they could be the only people with 
local kuowledge. He welcomed any 
material improvement in the Bill, and 
therefore did not propose to move any 
Amendment now. 
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Mr. DALZIEL said he desired to 
point out that there might be a case of 
three County Councils acting together 
to make representations. This matter 
required very serious consideration, as a 
strong anti-mobilist feeling throughout 
the country might result in doing away 
altogether with the speed limit. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the clause 
was limited to particular places, in 
respect of which it was thought desirable 
to make special regulations. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW said that 
when they reached the application of 
the clause to Scotland, the Amendment 
would have a most serious effect with 
regard to the administration of the 
Act in that country. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked was there 
no power in the central authority to 
co-ordinate the action of the various 
authorities ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, we hav 
a power of co-ordination. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Words inserted. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) said it 
had now been decided that twenty 
miles an hour should be the legal 
maximum, but the terrors of our country 
roads would be considerably increased if 
the driver were allowed to travel at that 
pace by night. Bright nights were few 
and far between, and some special pro- 
vision was needed on dark nights for the 
public protection. It should be remem- 
bered that the driver would not be able 
to see a person holding up his hand to 
stop him, and he hoped that, his Amend- 
ment would be accepted. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 30, after the word ‘situate’ 
to insert the words ‘or at any time during 
which lights are required to be carried.’ ”—(Mr. 
Bill.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped that the 
Amendment would not be pressed. He 
thought the hon. Member was more 
likely to secure the public safety by 
leaving the driver to drive at night, 
knowing that a very slight increase in 
speed would bring him within Section 1. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Masor JAMESON had on the Paper 
an Amendment to the clause in line 31, 
after “exceed” to insert ‘ such speed 
as may be approved by the Local 
Government Board,” but he said that 
after the explanations they had had 
from the right hon Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill he would not move it. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU moved that 
the limit of speed to be enforced by 
regulations under this section should 
be extended from ten miles an hour to 
twelve. In London a good hansom was 
often driven at twelve miles an hour, 
and it would be ridiculous to limit a 
motor-car to ten miles. They must look 
ahead a little bit. 


Amendment proposed— 


“‘In page 4, line 31, to leave out the word 
‘ten,’ and insert the word ‘ twelve.’”—(Mr. 
Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WILLIAM M‘ARTHUR pointed 
out that in some places traftic was much 
congested by big works which were 
proceeding. and though the limitation 
might be imposed during congestion, 
it could be withdrawn when the works 
were completed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought the 
matter had better be left in the hands 
of the Department. 


Mr. MURRAY reminded the Com- 
mittee that tram-cars in the Metropolitan 
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area were not limited to ten miles an 
hour. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL thought it 
hard that in a clear street the motor- 
car should be limited to ten miles. 


Mr. WALTER LONG resisted the 
Amendment. Hon. Members apparently 
overlooked the fact that these regulations 
would haveto be made by the local authori- 
ties which would have knowledge of the 
districts, and in many cases no doubt 
they would make no regulations. He 
would also like to point out that there 
were many gentlemen who thought that 
the limit should be as low as eight miles 
an hour. They might safely leave the 
matter to the local authorities. While 
his hon. friend asked that the limit 
should be increased, others would ask 
for it to be decreased, and he thought in 
the general interest it would be advisable 
to take tenas a compromise. As to tram- 
cars, they were not limited as far as he 
knew, and moreover, they ran on rails. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN thought 
the fact that other vehicles were allowed 
to go at twelve miles an hour was a strong 
argument in favour of this limit being 
fixed at twelve. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE urged the right 
hon. Gentleman to accept the suggestion 
of the hon. and learned Member for 
North Louth, that the cars “should not 
exceed the speed prescribed.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY pointed out that 
in Ireland the electric trams were limited 
to eight miles an hour even outside the 
city. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND suggested 
that the right hon. Gentleman should do 
as he did on Clause 1. Some Members 
favoured a limit of twelve miles, others 
preferred eight ; let the right hon. Gentle- 
man stick to ten as a compromise between 
the two. 


Mr. GORDON was in favour of the 
matter being left to the Local Government 
Board. A very moderate rate of speed 
was sufficient in populous districts and 
urban areas, and a hard and fast limit 
was not desirable. 
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if it was to be a question of ten miles or 
nothing obvious difficulties would arise. 
The London County Council would be 
placed in a very difficult position if they 
had to decide whether or not, in the parks 
under their control, the speed should be 
limited to ten miles an hour or not at all. 
Surely it would be possible to meet all 
parties by inserting words enabling the 
local authority and the Local Government 
Board, in conference, to fix such a limit 
between eight and twelve miles as might 
seem to them desirable. 


Mr. WALTER LONG thought that 
the Committee hardly realised what the 
proposal was. It was suggested that his 
Department should undertake a duty in 
regard to motor-cars similar to that dis- 
charged by the Board of Trade in regard 
to tramways. The cases were entirely 
different. It was an easy matter to lay 
down what the speed on a tramway 
should be, but to say what the speed of 
motor-cars should be in scores of places 
throughout the country was a duty the 
Local Government Board could not 
possibly undertake. Personally, he should 
vote for ten miles, which was the com. 
promise, but the Committee could make 
their own decision between ten and twelve. 
He must ask them, however, net to adopt 
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the suggestion that a general and open 
power should be left to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that in 
many places the trams went at fifteen miles 
an hour, so that, if the motors were 
limited to ten, the trams would charge the 
motors, and not the motors the trams. 
He suggested the matter should be left to 
the local authority without any re- 
striction whatever. 


Mr. MURRAY asked whether there 
would be power to fix varying rates, such 


| as seven, eight, or ten. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Not to ex 


ceed ten miles an hour. 


Mr. MURRAY: They could not say 


six or eight ? 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY : No. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that in 

order to take the opinion of the Com- 
mittee he would move to. substitute 
“ twelve” for “ ten.” 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 97; 
Noes, 26. (Division List No. 248.) 


AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Amold-Foster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 


| Doogan, P. C. 


Finch, Rt. Hon. 
Flower, Ernest 

Fyler, John Art 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Hudson, George 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Douglas,Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
luke, Henry Edward 
Ellio-, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Kdward Brocklehurst 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Forster, William Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick | 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Lucas,Reginald J. (Portsmouth 

Macdona, John Cumming 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 

Moss, Samuel 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

hur | Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Renshaw, Sir Charles Bins 

Rickett, J. Compton 

| Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


George H. 


Bickersteth 





Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett,A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 





Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th | 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR | 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Sandys,Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G(Oxford Univ 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Toulmin, George 


Valeutia, Viscount Wylie, 
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Walker, Col. William Hall 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Weir, James Gallowa 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

ae agg (3 H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland. 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


NOES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 

Allbusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Craig,CharlesCurris( A ntrim,S 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Elibank, Master of 

Foster, PhilipS.( Varwick,S.W 
Greene, W. Raymond -(Camobs.) 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 


Mr. DALZIEL said that after a 
sitting of twelve-and-a-half hours, during 
which there had been no obstruction 
but a careful discussion of the points in 
a difficult Bill, he did not think it was 
unreasonable now to ask for an adjourn- 
ment of the debate. They had now 
arrived at a part of the measure which 
required serious consideration, and he 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to be 
content with what he had got up to the 
present. This was « very important 
Bill, and it was not right to hurry 
through the Committee stage a measure 
which was only placed before them 
during the present week. They had 
only been given a few days to prepare 
their Amendments and it was not right, 
at an hour when the country would 
not know through the Press what 
they were doing, to pass such important 
penalties as those contained in the next 
part of the measure. He could under 
stand the right hon. Gentleman’s desire 
to pass this Bill, but hon. Members were 
not responsible for the management of 
the business of the House, and if the 
Government so managed affairs that 
they had not been able to find time for 
the consideration of this Bill at a reason- 
able hour it was not their fault. It was 
not fair to tire and exhaust the House 
by asking them to sit any longer, and he 
begged to move that Progress be now 
reported. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress, 


and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. 
Dalziel.) 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Lee,ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | Thompson,Dr.EC(Monagh nN 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Mr. 
Pirie, Duncan V. | 





Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Scott-Montagu and 
Mr. Griffith- Boscawen. 


Mr. WALTER LONG expressed the 
earnest hope that the hon. Member 
would not press his Motion. He agreed 
that it was very hard that they should 
be asked to proceed with matters of 
great importance at this late hour, but 
they had a certain amount of work to 
get through. They had now got through 
the most contentious and difficult part 
of the measure, and he hoped the Com. 
mittee would now agree to finish it. 


Mr. SEELY said that if the Govern 
ment were reasonable and did not insist 
upon such heavy penalties he thought 
they would get through with the Bill 
much quicker. The Government had 
given way in the case of the speed limit 
and he thought they might do the 
same with regard to the penalties. 


Mr DALZIEL said that, as the Com- 
mittee apparently desired to finish the 
Bill, he would ask leave to withdraw h’'s 
Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Major JAMESON appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to accept the next 
Amendment, which he begged to 
move— 

“In page 4, line 34, to leave out the word 
‘ten,’ and insert the word ‘five.’” — (Major 
Tameson.) 


Question proposed “That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he hoped 
the hon. and gallant Member would 
not press this Amendment. 


Other hon. 
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Members had set an example by refrain- 
ing from moving similar Amendments. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 37, to leave out the words 
‘county or county borough,’ and insert the 
words ‘local authority within the area.’”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 39, after the word ‘ public ’ 
to insert the words ‘and conspicuous notice 
by day and lighted by night.’”—(Mr. Louis 
Sinclair. ) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
he there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that what he 
suggested was that the necessary notices 
should be given by posts, differently 
coloured, as in the case of railway signals. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR thought that 
as a matter of justice the notices ought to 
be lighted at night with white or red 
lamps If coloured posts were placed at 
the roadside a stranger would not know 
at night where he ought to slow down. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 41, to leave out from the 
word ‘regulation,’ to end of line, and insert the 
words ‘ No prosecution shall be made in the 
event of an offence being committed whereby, 
in consequence of fog, or insufficient light, the 
owner shall have been prevented from con- 
forming with this regulation.’?”—(Mr. Louis 
Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped his hon. 
friend would not press this Amendment. 
If they were to provide for all sorts of 
unlikely conditions a much longer Bill 
would be required. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it appeared to 
him the meaning of this Amendment was 
that every District Council in Connemara 
should erect posts with luminous white 
paint. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said Sub- 
section 3 Clause 7, ran as follows :— 

“*The Local Government Board may, with- 
out any application from the Council of the 
County or County Borough, after considering 
any objections by the Council of the County or 
County Borough, revoke or alter any regulation 
made by them under this section.” 


He thought motor-car owners ought 
also to have a locus standi and an appeal 
against injurious regulations’ which might 
be inflicted on them. He moved. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 5, line2, after the word ‘ borough,’ 

; 3 
to insert the words ‘or motor-car owner.’ ”"— 
(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question prozosed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the Gov- 
ernment could not accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said objections 
might be raised by motor-car owners as 
well as by the Council of a County or a 
County Borough. 


Question put and negatived. 


Clause 7, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 8. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 5, line 6, at begioning, to insert 
the words ‘Subject to regulation as to size 
and colours to be made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board.’ ”—(Sir Charles Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said there were few 
motor-cars in Ireland, and it would be 
absurd to impose on County Councils, 
everywhere, the expense of erecting 
danger boards. So far as England was 
concerned it should be enacted that 
Councils of Counties and County Boroughs 
“ shall ” erect danger boards, but the word 
should be “ may ” with regard to Ireland. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said his hon. Question proposed, “That those words 
friend’s suggestion was that the Local be there inserted.” 
Government Board should prescribe a | 
general system with respect to size and’ *Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
colour. Whether they were used or not newly laid metal was very dangerous for 


would depend on the recommendations of ; al] kinds of traffic. Most counties already 
the Local Government Board. | had adopted such a system. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 6, after the word ‘of’ to in- 
sert the words ‘boroughs and elsewhere than 
in boroughs of.’”—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 5, line 6, to leave out the words 
“and county boroughs.’ ”—(Sir Albert Lollit.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the clause” 
put, and agreed to. 


Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said he 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept his Amendment, which was 
intended to prevent very serious danger 
in narrow roads. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 6, after the word ‘ boroughs’ 
to insert the words ‘may prohibit motor-cars 
above any width which they consider neces-ary 
for safety from entering any narrow road 
within their areas, and may cause to be put up 
signposts to give notice to this effect, and.” 
—(Mr. Wylie.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that he 
thought the Amendment was unnecessary. 


Mr. DALZIEL agreed with the right 
hon. Gentlemen. No motorist would 
want to go up a narrow cross road. 


Mr. WALTER LONG thought that a 
clause was needed to provide against the 
danger mentioned, and promised to intro- 
duce one into the Bill. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed-— 


“In page 5, line 8, after the word ‘places’ 
to insert the words ‘on main roads where the 
surface is being re-metalled before rolling, 
and.’”—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 





Mr. WALTER LONG said he hoped 


| that his hon. friend would not press his 


Amendment. It would put the local 
authorities to unnecessary expense. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 8, as amended, agreed to 


Clause 9. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that he 
had a small drafting Amendment which 
he thought would make the section 
clearer. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 10, after the word ‘ under,’ 
to insert the words ‘Section 1 of this Act.’” 
—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 


Amendment was quite unnecessary. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
he wished to make a protest against the 
severity of the penal clauses. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 12, to leave out the word 
‘twenty,’ and insert the word ‘ten.’”—(Mr. 
Scott-Montaqu.) 


Question proposed, “ That the {word 
‘twenty’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that this 
question of penalties was an exceedingly 
difficult one and it was proposed to 
make certain changes in them. In the 
first place, it was intended to alter the 
term of six months’ imprisonment to 
three, and in the second place, to give 
an appeal to any person convicted of an 
offence under the Bill, and fined £10. 
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*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU thanked the 


right hon. Gentleman for the concessions 
he had made, and he begged leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Several formal Amendments having 
been withdrawn, 


Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 10. 


Mr. WALTER LONG proposed to 
omit the clause. It had been intended 
to deal with the heavier motors, but he 
thought it would be the wisest plan to 
drop the clause, and to ,bring up words 
on Report to enable the Local Govern- 
ment Board to deal with the whole of the 
heavier motor traffic by regulation. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 5, to leave out Clause 10.”—(J/r. 
Walter Long.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 11, 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU asked what 
was to be the policy of the Inland 
Revenue authorities in the matter of 
charges on motor-cycles. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was in 
communication with the authorities at 
the present time, and hoped to be able to 
answer the Question on Report. 


Clause 11 agreed to. 
Clauses 12 and 13 agreed- to. 
Clause 14. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE asked as to the 
position of Volunteers under the Bill. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : Motor- 
cars used during manceuvres will un- 
doubtedly have to conform to the law. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked why it was 
necessary in a Motor-Car Bill to insert a 
provision that it should apply to servants 
of the Crown. 


{7 AuGusT 1903} 
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Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said it was 
done in consequence of a decision given 
in the Courts a fortnight ago. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU asked if the 
police would be subject to the pro- 
visions of the Bill. If they were, how 
could they pursue cars which were ex- 
ceeding the speed limit. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY again protested 
against the insertion of this provision. 
He held that the point was covered by the 
ordinary law of the land, and that it 
would be most dangerous to attempt to 
deal with it especially in this Bill. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said the result 
of the recent decision was such that motor 
legislation would not apply to persons in 
the service of the Crown—for instance, 
to persons in the employ of the Post- 
master - General driving motor - cars. 
Tested by that decision the Volunteers 
using motor-cars during manceuvres 
would not be subject to the provision. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND certainly 
thought the provision should be left in 
the Bill, as the Postmaster-General was 
using motor-cars more and more every 
day. It would be no earthly consolation 
to a person knocked down by a motor- 
car that it was driven by a servant of the 
Crown. He for one objected to being 
killed by motorists—whether M.P.’s or 
servants of the Crown. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL thought it 
would be most absurd to make a constable 
liable for breaking the speed limit when 
he was chasing an offender under the 


Act. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY repeated his 
protest that it was most dangerous and 
unconstitutional to insert such a provision. 
Simply to meet the curse of motor- 
cycling they were inserting in the law of 
England a constitutional proposition, the 
like of which had never been heard of 
since the days of the Stuarts and the Tudors. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY held that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman much ex- 
aggerated the importance of the clause. 
He could not see thatit raised any con- 
stitutional question at all. A servant of 
the Crown certainly ought not to be 
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exempt from regulations laid down by Jaw 
for the safety of the public. He suggested 
that the matter pose be met by deleting 
the clause. The hon. Member opposite 
was quite right in saying that it was 
absolutely necessary to declare that a 
criminal statute should apply to the 
Crown, 





Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
did not care in what legal form the words 
were put into the Act, but something 
should be done, as the Bill at present 
stood. At the present time a decision 
had been given by which men were 
exempted from the penalties to which 
they had rendered themselves _ liable 
by an offence under the Motor 
Act, on the ground that they were officers 
of the Crown. If that decision was to 
stand, Ministers of the Crown would be 
able to defy the law with impunity. Not 
very long ago he saw a decision in the 
case of a motor-car which had been 
driven at a frightful speed by officers in 
uniform, where the drivers of the car 
were exempted from penalties, and he 
had heard comments made upon the fact 
that men in uniform should be allowed to 
set such a bad example. When it came 
to this, that officers of the Crown were 
to be exempted, something ought to be 
done to prevent them being exempted in 
the future. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested they 
should add after the word “Crown” 
that the penalties already in the Act 
should bind such persons. Let the 
Government then amend the clause in 
Report if they liked, but the clause 
should state what ought to be the law, 
— what he conceived was already the 
aw. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he could 
not accede to the hon. Gentleman’s sug- 
gestion, but he would consider the matter 
and see what could be done. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said perhaps 
he might be allowed to move his Amend- 
ment here. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 5, line 37, after the word ‘Crown,’ 
to insert the words ‘ and to the police.’”—(Mr. 
Scott- Montagu.) 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. DALZIEL said he hoped the 
Committee would not accept this Amend- 
ment. It meant that officers of State 
could ride off if they liked and be exempt 
from penalties. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 14 agreed to. 
Clause 15 agreed to. 


Clause 16. 


Several drafting Amendments proposed 
by the Lord Advocate (Mr. A. GRAHAM 
Murray, Buteshire), were agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 6, line 29, at end, to insert the 
words ‘Such appeal shall lie to the sheriff 
depute and shall be heard summarily. Such 
appeal may be taken either immediately after 
the judgment appealed against has beeo 
pronounced, or withiu seven lays thereafter, 
and upon such appeal being taken the sentence 
of imprisonment sball be suspended until the 
appeal has been disposed of ; provided that the 
appellant shall, at the time of taking such 
sppeal, lodge in the hands of the clerk of Court 
a bond with sufficient cautioner or otherwise 
give security satisfactory to the Court for 
appearing before the sheriff depute. The 
sheriff depute is hereby authorised and em- 
powered on such appeal to hear evidence 
whether led at the original hearing or not, 
and to reconsider the merits of the case and 
reverse or confirm in whole or in part the 
judgment appealed against, or give such new 
or ditferent judgment as he in his discretion 
shall think fit; and save as provided by the 
Summary Prosecutions Appeals (Scotland) 
Act, 1875, his judgment shall be final and not 
subject to review. (6) An appeal taken in 
terms of this Act by a person holding a licence 
against an order for suspension or disqualifica- 
tion shall be taken and disposed of as nearly 
as may be in the manner and subject to the 
conditions provided by the immediately pre- 
ceding sub-section.’ ”—(7he Lord Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


THe MASTER or ELIBANK (Kdin- 
burgh, Midlothian), in the absence of 
the hon. Member for Forfar, begged 
leave to move the Amendment standing 
in the name of the hon. Member. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 6, line 29, at end, to insert the words 
‘(6) Section ninety-four of The Local Govern- 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1889 (which relates to the 
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recovery. and application of penalties under 
that Act) shall apply to the recovery and 
application of penalties in respect of offences 
under this Act, and the principal Act, 
and in respect of breaches of any by-law or 
regulation made under either of said Acts.’ ”— 
(The Master of Elibank.) 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY said the 
first part of the Amendment he would 
see put right, but the other part he 
could not agree to 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he thought his 
Amendment was next on the Paper. 
His object in putting it down was to raise 
the question of the right of individuals to 
sue. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY said as 
the bill stood they did not prosecute 
except through the procurator fiscal. 


Clause 16, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 17. 


Mason JAMESON said he wished 
to move an Amendment to insert at 
the end of Clause 17 the words 
“The Criminal Evidence Act of 1898, 
except sections five and seven, shall for 
the purposes of this Act be deemed to be 
in force.” Its object was to allow all 
those people who were to be penalised in 
this extraordinary way, to give evidence 
on their own behalf on oath. He felt 
certain the hon. and learned Attorney- 
General would accept this Amendment. 
He begged to move— 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 6, at the end of Clause 17, 
to add the words ‘The Criminal Evidence 
Act of 1898 except Sections five and seven 


shall for the purposes of this Act be deemed to 
be in force.’ ”—( Major Jameson.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.) said in special cases the defendant 
had always a right to give evidence. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: With respect, 
assured the hon, and learned Gentleman 
that that was not so. 


{7 AuGusT 1903} 
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Mr. ATKINSON said in ordinary 
cases of summary jurisdiction the 


defendant could give evidence. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he could 
assure the hon. and learned Gentleman 
that was not so. Let him take the 
recent case that occurred in Sackville 
Street, Dublin, In this case the 
magistrate refused to hear the evidence 
of Sir Samuel Smart. Unless there was 
a special clause inserted a prisoner would 
not be allowed to give evidence in his 
own defence. He suggested that as 
under the law in England a man was 
able to give evidence on his own behalf, 
it could not be wrong to allow him to do 
so in Ireland. 


Mr. ATKINSON said if the Amend- 
ment was necessary he would introduce it 
on Report. 


Masor JAMESON 
Amendment. 


withdrew his 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 17 agreed to. 


Clause 18. 


THe MASTER or ELIBANK said he 
would formaliy move the Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for Leicester,which he presumed would be 
accepted by the right hon. Gentleman. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 3, after the word ‘ear’ to 
insert the words ‘and a motor-cycle and its 
trailer shall for the purposes of this Act be 
treated as one vehicle.’”’—(The Master of 
Elibank. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said this was the 
point to which he had referredas being- 
likely to affect the Inland Revenue De- 
partment. He could not, therefore, 
accept the Amendment without consult- 
ing that Department. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU asked was 
it not the fact that a motor-cycle with a 
trailer, under the present regulations, 
could only}go five or six miles an hour. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said he under- 
stood the object of the mover of the 
Amendment, but this proposal would go 
a great deal further and deal with the 
Inland Revenue question. He could not 
possibly accept the Amendment at this 
point, but he would undertake to give 
the matter full consideration. 





Mr, T. M. HEALY said it was just as 
bad to be knocked down by a tramear 
as by a motor-car. It was an extra- 
ordinary thing that tram companies 
who made money out of the public 
should be allowed to go at a more rapid 
rate than the motor-cars. The same 
rule ought to be applied all round, and 
would move 


if it was in order he 


accordingly. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that such an 
Amendment would be beyond the scope 
of the Bill, which dealt only with motor- 


cars. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that an 
electric tramcar was essentially a motor- 
car, and the tram-driver was called the 


“* motor-man.”’ 


*THe CHAIRMAN: But there is a 
class of legislation dealing with tram- 


ways. 


*Mr,. SCOTT-MONTAGU pointed out 
that several private Acts had recently 
been passed, enabling motor-omnibuses or 
trams to run without rails on the roads. 
These were, to all intents and purposes, 
motor-cars. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: There has been 
no public legislation to that effect. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
several places had obtained Acts for the 


purpose. 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 
*THE CHAIRMAN said the Acts re. 
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ferred to were private Acts. This Bil] 
was to amend the Locomotives on High. 
Act, which did not include 


tramways. 


ways 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU moved to 
insert “ March lst” for “ Jannary 1st,” 
as the date of the commencement of the 
operation of the Act. He pointed out that 
it was a very complicated measure, and 
by the time it had been printed and 
circulated amongst the County Councils 
there would be barely three months in 
which the necessary arrangements for the 
administration of the Act would have to be 
made. He thought it was only reasonable 
that six months should be allowed. 


Amendment proposed— 


**In page 7, line 8, to leave out the word 
‘January’ and to insert the word ‘ March,’” 
—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘January’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had no 
particularfeeling in the matter himself, but 
he had been pressed to take exactly the 
opposite course to that proposed by the 
hon. Member, and to bring the Act into 
force earlier than January next. He did 
not think there would be any practical 
difficulty in bringing it into operation in 
January, and he should advise the Con- 
mittee to adhere to the date proposed 
in the Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause 18 agreed to. 
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Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Buckrose), on behalf of the hon. Member 
forInverness, moved a new clause standing 
on the Paper which he understood the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to 
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accept. 


Clause (Power to local authority to 
fegulate use of roads). 


In the case of a public road or partof a public 
road which is of a less width than twenty feet, 
the Council of any County or County Borough 
may with the consent of the Local Government 
Board make such regulations in regard to the 
use of such road or part of a road by motor-cars 
as they may consider desirable ; and the Council 
of any County or County Borough may with such 
consent schedule certain roads as unsuitable for 
motor traffic, and may issue regulations pro- 
my motor traffic on such roads.” —(Mr. Luke 

"hite. ) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had not 
agreed to accept this. What he had said 
was that he would consider words to be 
brought up on Report dealing with so 
much of the question as he thought ought 
to he dealt with. 


Question put, and negatived. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU, on behalf of 
the hon. member for Southport, moved a 
He 
said it was simply to prevent persons 


new clause—“ Mode of Summons.” 
frivolously taking out summonses. 


Clause (Mode of Summons). 


‘‘No summons shall be issued against any 
person for an offence under this Act except upon 
an information in writing signed by the com- 
plainant and countersigned by the clerk to the 
justices, and no summons shall be issued by a 
justice or justices except during the sessions of 
the petty sessional Court.” —(Mr. Scott- 
Montagu.) 


{7 AuGusT 1903} 
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Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY did not think 
the clause would give any such security 
as the hon. Member desired. There was 
no reason why these cases should be 
dealt with other than in the ordinary 
way. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that if the clause 
were adopted it would ensure that there 
was some sort of a case for a summons. 


Mr. SEELY thought that if there was 
no legal objection to the clause it would 
be advisable to insert it, 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said there was 
a strong legal objection to providing a 
special procedure for these cases. 


Mr. MURRAY said it could hardly be 
held that these cases were not exceptional: 
the whole Bill was exceptional. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that 
something ought to be done in the 
direction suggested, ot herwise motorists 
would have people calling at their houses 
and threatening to take out summonses 
unless they were given money. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that it was only 
reasonable that a man should bring his 
grievance into open Court, and bring it 
within a reasonable time. He was sur- 
prised that the Government would not 
accept this Amendment. 


Question put. 
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Allhusen, AugustusH’nry Eden 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Elibank, Master of 

Greene, Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.( Man’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Compton. Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith. Ear] of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Clause (Duration) :— 


“This Act shall continne in force till the 
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Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) | 
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Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh'nN 
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Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Zision) 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbert (Cleveland) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(0z7'd Univ, 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Ccl. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (Yor/:, E.2.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-u.-Lyn) 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Georg: 


TELLERS FOR THE NOgS— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hoodand Mr. Anstruther. 


Brought up, and read the first time. 
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thirty-first day of December, nineteen hundred 
and six, and no longer, unless Parliament 
shall otherwise determine.”—-(Mr. Murray.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the ‘clause be read a second 


time.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause (Exemptions) :— 

“ A medical man driving a motor-car or 
cycle for the purpose of attending a patient 
who is in urgent need of his assistance shall 
not be liable to any penalties for exceeding the 
limit of speed provided under this Act.”—(Mr. 
Scott-Montagu.) 








Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he hoped 
his hon. friend would not press this 
clause. The average medical man using 
his own car would be in his own district 
and would be the last person the author- 
ties would think of proceeding against. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said he 
founded this proposal upon several cases 
where doctors had been called upon to 
attend urgent cases, and were summoned 
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521 Novy and Army 
and actually fined for driving too fast. He 
thought that was a very hard case. He 


had received letters from a number of 
doctors upon this point. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. WiLLIAM REDMOND said he 
had a new clause to propose as follows : 
“That nothing in this Act shall apply to 
the present Prime Minister.” (Laughter.) 


Bill reported, as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 317.] 


RAILWAYS (ELECTRICAL POWER) BILL 


Read the third time and passed, 


SOUTH AFRICAN LOAN AND WAR 
CONTRIBUTION BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 
NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 
1901-2. 

Resolutions reported. 
Whereas it appears by the Navy 


Appropriation Account for the year ended 
the 51st day of March, 1902, and the 
statement appended thereto, as follows, 
viz. :—(a.) That the gross expenditure 
for certain Navy Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £205,224 2s. 6d., as shown in 
column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure 
for other Navy Services fell short of the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £220,819 4s. Id., as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the .said appended 
VOL. CXXVIL_ [Fourts SERIES. ] 
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Schedule, so that the gross actual ex- 
penditure for the whole of the Navy 
expenditure by the net sum _ of 
£15,595 1se 7d. ; (b.) That the receipts 
in aid of certain Grants for Navy 
Services fell short of the total estimated 
receipts by the sum of £89,584 0s. 11d., 
as shown in column No, 3 of the said 


Expenditure. 


appended «Schedule, while the receipts 
in aid of other Navy Services exceeded 
Services fell short of the gross estimated 
the estimate of such receipts by a total 
sum of £168,173 16s. 8d., as shown in 
Column No, 4 of the said appended 
Schedule, so that the total actual receipts 
in aid of the Grants for Navy Services. 
exceeded the total estimated receipts by 
the £78,589 15s. 9d. ; 
(c.) That the resulting differences between. 
the Exchequer Grants for Navy Services 


net sum of 


and the net expenditure are as follows‘ 


viz. :-— 


Total Surpluses 


Total Deficits - 


£94,184 17 4 





Net Surplus 


And whereas the Lords Commis- 
sioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have 
temporarily authorised the application, 
in reduction of the net charge on Ex- 
chequer Grants for certain Navy Services, 
of the whole of the sums received in 
excess of the estimated Appropriations- 
in-Aid, in respect of the same services ; 
and have also temporarily authorised the 
application of so much of the said total 
surpluses on certain Grants for Navy 
Services as is necessary to cover the said 
total deficits on other Grants for Navy 
Services. 
5 





















































523 Navy and Army {COMMONS} Expenditure. 524 
1. Resolved, That the application of such sums be sanctioned. 
SCHEDULE. 
Gross Expenditure. Appropriations-in-Aid. 
jee of > - Deficiencies Surpluses 
joe es 2 Ac over stimate of actual as of Actual as 
— of Navy Services, 1901-1902. Estimated over Actual | compared with | compared with 
ote. otes. Gross Gross Estimated Estimated 
Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
a 2. 3. 4. 
£ 8s d € sd «4 £sd 
1 e Wages, &c. of Officers, Seamen, 
and Boys, Coast Guard, and 
Royal Marines 39,328 19 8 6,168 16 10 
2 ae and Clothing for 
the Navy 3,749 7 0 13,753 19 1 
2 +» | Medical Establishments and 
Services . ‘es pe 11,570 2 0 ia 503 10 2 
4 .. | Martial Law B 92110 3 os ee 38 4 6 
5 .. | Educational Services i 5,881 15 5 214 8 A 
6 - | Seientific Services ‘ 742 510 - aa 3,247 1 5 
r Royal Naval Reserve .. ‘ 45,773 16 10 a 8214 4 
3 Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
, tenance, &c. 
Sec.1 . Personnel 18,822 18 5 ‘a 886 3 1 
Sec. 3 . Materiel "= 86,826 19 8 ais Mi 70,164 7 1 
Sec. 3. Contract Work ae 77,974 15 9 36,800 10 11 as 
9 ; Naval Armaments a eo 24,989 10 0 ag 57,440 0 0 
10 . Works, Buildings, and Repairs 
at Home and Abroad 38,324 12 9 22,052 7 8 
11 . | Miscellaneous Effective Ser- 
vices se x 35,940 0 9 44,320 6 10 ‘ns 
12 - | Admiralty Office | 4,975 6 7 ea 599 
13 -- | Half-Pay, Reservedand Retired 
Pay 16,354 11 4 82412 0 
14 Naval and Marine Pensions, 
Gratuities, and Compassion- 
ate Allowances 6,314 19 7 se 1,445 12 9 
15 Civil Pensions and Gratuities 3,704 13 11 oe 12 611 
Amount written off as irre- 
coverable . 3,897 0 10 
205,224 2 6| 220819 4 1| 59,584 011 163,173 16 8 
Net Surplus, £15,595 1 7 Net Surplus, £78,589 15 9 
Surplus surrendered to the Exchequer tee ae £94,184 17 4 
| er 
Whereas it appears by the Army Ap-|expenditure by the net sum _ of 
propriation Account for the year ended | £1,872,931 7s. 9d.; ().) ‘Phat the re- 


the 3lst day of March, 1902, 


and the 


statement appended thereto, as follows, 
viz. :—(u.) That the gross expenditure 
for certain Army Services exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £4,796,909 14s. 11d., as shown in 
Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure 
for other Army Services fell short of the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £2,923,978 7s. 2d., 
Column No. 2 of the said appended 
Schedule; so that the gross actual ex- 
penditure for the whole of the Army 


as shown in 


Services exceeded the gross estimated 





ceipts in aid of certain Army Services fell 
short of the estimate of such receipts by 
a total sum of £235,231 13s. 6d., as 
No. 3 of the 
appended Schedule; while the receipts 
in aid of other Army Services ex- 
ceeded the estimate of such receipts by 
a total sum of £2,362,289 3s. 8d., as- 
shown in Column No. 4 of the said ap- 
pended Schedule ; so that the total actual 
receipts in aid of the grants for Army 
Services exceeded the total estimated 
receipts by the net sum of £2,127,057 
10s. 2d. ; (c.) That the resulting differences 
between the Exchequer Grants for Army 


shown in Column said 
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525 Supply— 


Services and the net expenditure are as 
follows, viz. :— 

£ s. d. 
3,773,058 9 4 
3,518,932 6 11 


Total Surpluses - 
Total Deficits — - 





£254,126 2 5 


Net Surplus. - 


And whereas by a Vote of Parliament 
during the present Session (House of 
Commons Paper, No. 255, of 1903) a 
further sum of £100 has been granted 
for the expenditure of the year 1901-% 
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and the appropriation of additional 
receipts in aid of such expenditure has 
been sanctioned to the amount of 
£1,872,831 7s. 9d. 


And whereas the Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Treasury have tem- 
porarily authorised the application of so 
much of the said total surpluses on 
certain Grants for Army Services as is 
necessary to cover the said total deficits 
on other Grants for Army Services. 


2. Resolved, That the application of 
such sums be sanctioned. 





SCHEDULE. 
































| Gross Expenditure. Appropriations-in-Aid. 
$| neg a - 
> | Excesses of | Surplusesof | Deficiencies of} Surpluses of 
3 | Army Services, 1901-1902. Actual over | Estimated Actual as Actual as 
» Votes. Estimated} | over Actual | compared with | compared with 
2 Gross | Gross Estimated Estimated 
E Expenditure. | Expenditure. Receipts. Receipts. 
A 1. 2. 3. 4. 
! 
£ a ¢ £ . ¢€ £ s. 4d. £ a € 
1 Pay, &c., of Army (General Staff, Regi- ' 
ments, Reserve, and Departments) 689,068 5 6) os 227,385 3 1 - 
2 Medical Establishments: Pay, &c 99,267 3 7 ; 2,770 9 3 
3. Militia- Pay, Bounty, &c. :| oe 1,066,248 1 8 7,802 5 5 ee 
4 Yeomanry Cavalry: Pay and Allowances a 141,624 16 8 066 
5 Volunteer Corps: Pay and Allowances } ae 24,276 14 2 ‘ 1,275 12 7 
6 Transport and Remounts 2,285,301 19 3 ‘s 168,046 2 7 
7 Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies 1,506,875 16 0 oe — lll 0 
y Clothing Establishments, and Services wa 160,802 17 3 9,147 18 4 
9 | Warlike and other Stores : Supply and | 
Repair ee ~ - ah 1,110,777 16 11 378,456 18 6 
10 Works, Buildings, and Repairs: Cost, 
including Staff for Engineer Services .. 41,394 3 9 o% dui 33,895 11 6 
11 Establishments for Military Education ‘6 6188 4 0 ao 3,514 16 11 
12 Miscellaneous Effective Services. . 54,448 5 8 | aa ; 425,727 14 9 
13 War Office: Salaries and Miscellaneous 
Charges : 24,676 10 0 6 4 
14 | Non- effective ( ‘harges for Officers, &c. Ra 414,059 16 6 5 8 
15 | Non-effective Charges for Men, &c. 81,166 9 és 19 9 
16 | Superannuation, re, & Com- 
| passionate Allowances 1565 3 1 “ 44 5 O 
Balances irrecoverable .. ~ ae 3,145 18 9 
4,796,909 14 11 | 2,923,978 7 2 235,231 13 6 | 2,362,289 3 » 
Add Excess Vote ss 100 0 0 oe 
| | | 
| } 
4,796,909 14 11 | 2,924,078 7 2) 235,231 13 6 | 2,362,289 3 + 








Net Deficit, £1,872,831 7 


> a - w, 
9 Net Surplus, £2,127,057 10 2 





Resolutions agreed to. 


MILITARY WORKS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS EXPENSES BILL. 


_ Read the second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


SUPPLY [3xrp Avcust, 
Resolutions reported. 


EVENING SITTING]. 





Net Surplus ... €254,226 2 5 





ARMY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
1. “That the sum, not exceeding 
£530,000 be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the charge for the pay, etc., of 


the medical establishment, and _ for 
Medicines, ete., which will come in 
course of payment during the year 


ending on the 31st day of March, 1904. 


2. “That the sum, not exceeding 
£1,838,000 be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the charge for transport and 
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remounts, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1904.” 

3. That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,822,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the charge for clothing estab- 
lishments and services, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March,1904.” 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 

PARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


Cuiass VIL. 

4. “ Thatasum, not exceeding £8,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1904, for a grant in 
aid of the expenses incurred in connec- 
tion with the visit of the President of 
the French Republic in England in July, 
1903,” 

5. “ That a sum, not exceeding£123,334, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1904, for the Ire- 
land Development Grant (Grant-in-Aid). 

ARMY (EXCESSES), 1901-2. 

6. “That a sum, not exceeding £100, 
be granted to His Majesty, to make 
good expenditure 
beyond the grants, for the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1902.” 


excesses of Army 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First two Resolutions agreed to. 
Third Resolution postponed. 
Subsequent Resolutions agreed to. 


Postponed Resolution to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


{COMMONS} 








of the House. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES BILL [LORDS]. 
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Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


SHEEP SCAB BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered ; to be read the third 


time upon Monday next. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
third 


mittee), considered ; Bill read the 


time, and passed. 
BILL, 


Com- 
third 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) 

As amended (by the Standing 
mittee), considered ; Bill read the 
time, and passed. 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 

GREENWICH 
Resolved, That the Statement of the 
Greenwich 


HOSPITAL. 
estimated expenditure of 
Hospital and of Travers’ Foundation for 
the year 1903-4 be approved. — (Mr. 


Pretyman.) 


ADJOURNMENT. 
this 


rising of the House this day, do adjourn 
till Monday next.—(Nir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Resolved, That House, at the 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 28th day of July, 
Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House with- 


out Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before 
Three o'clock a.m. till Mon 
day next. 
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Tteturns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 10th August, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways Bill. Read 3a, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 





Bradford Corporation Bill [H.L.}; Bury 
and District Joint Water Board Bill 
pet); Preston, Chorley, and Horwich 

ramways Bill [H.L.]; Salford Corpora- 
= tion Bill [H.L.]; Shropshire and 
< Worcestershire Electric Power Bill [H.L. }. 
= Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
. with Amendments. 














mber 


; PETITIONS. 





ARMY. 

Petition against putting any part of 
= the cost of troops in South Africa on the 
* Indian revenue; of Indians resident in 
= London, &ec.; read, and ordered to lie 
: on the Table. 


HIS HIGHNESS MAHENDRA 
MAHARAZA MADHAVA SINGH. 
: Petition for redress of grievances ; of 
:His Highness Mahendra Maharaza 
¢ Mdahava Singh, de jure Ruling Chief of 
¢ Panna, in Central India; read, and 
: ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 

No. 3056. France (Lyons, St. Etienne, 
and Grenoble); No. 3057. Portugal 
(Madeira). 


tsk (7) at the ce 


wt ster 


: MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 


_No. 595. Report on the German 
Veterinary High Schools. 


SECONDARY EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Report for the year 1903, by Sir 
Henry Craik, K.C.B. 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1902. 
Correspondence relating to the pro- 
posed publication of the Report of the 
proceedings of the Colonial Conference 
in London in 1902. 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 


Statistics of proceedings under thu 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 
and 1900, and the Employers Liability 
Act, 1880, during the year 1902. 


COAL SUPPLIES (ROYAL COMMISSION). 

First Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into the subject of 
the coal resources of the United 
Kingdom— 

Vol. I.—Report. 

Vol. Il.—Minutes of Evidence and 
Appendix. 

Vol. ILI.—Supplement. 


STATISTICS. 


Statistical abstract for the United 
Kingdom in each of the last fifteen years 
from 1888 to 1902. Fiftieth number. 

Statistical abstract for the Colonial and 
other Possessions of the United Kingdom 
in each of the last fifteen years from 
1888 to 1902. Fortieth number. 

Statistical tables relating to the 
Colonial and other Possessions of the 
United Kingdom. Part XXVL., for the 
year 1901. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 

Return for the month of March 1903 ; 
Return for the month of April 1903. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 
DITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licence granted to Michael Connell, a 
convict, to which are annexed conditions 
other than those contained in Schedule 
A of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1897. 

Order of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland constituting the local 
authority for the burgh of Glasgow, the 
Port Local Authority of the Port of 
Glasgow. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


RAILWAYS (ELECTRICAL POWER) 
BILL. 


Read 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 2* to-morrow.—(7he Lord Wolverton). 
(No. 202.) 

T 
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SOUTH AFRICAN LOAN AND WAR 
CONTRIBUTION BILL. 
Read 1*; to be printed ; and to be 
read 2* to-morrow.—(7he Duke of Marl- 
borough.) (No. 203.) 


MILITARY WORKS BILL. 
Read 1"; to be printed; and to be 
read 2* to-morrow.—(Zhe Earl of Hard- 
wicke.) (No. 204.) 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
Read 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 2* to-morrow.—(Zhe Lord President) 
(D. Devonshire ) (No. 205.) 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL 
(No. 206). 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL 
(No. 207). 
Read 1"; to be printed; and to be 
read 2" to-morrow.—(7'he Lord Balfour.) 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL. 

fead 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 2* to-morrow.-—(The Lord Belper.) 
(No. 208.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. con- 
sidered (according to order), and sus- 
pended for the remainder of the session. 


RETURN OF KANAKAS FROM 
AUSTRALIA. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My noble 
friend Lord Ribblesdale had promised to 
ask the Question standing on the Paper 
in the name of Lord Lamington, and he, 
in his turn, owing to his inability to be 
present, has passed it on tome. I beg, 
on behalf of Lord Lamington, to ask His 
Majesty’s Government whether a copy 
of the regulations issued to secure the 
safe return from Australia of Kanakas to 
the South Sea Islands cannot now be laid 
on the Table of the House. 


THE 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY For THE COLONIES (The 
Duke of MARLBOROUGH) : My 


Lords, under the terms of the Pacific 
Islands Labourers Act the immigration of 
Kanakas into Queensland from the 


Pacific Islands is automatically restricted. 
I gather from the Question of the noble 
Lord that it is to those Kanakas who 
have remained in Queensland for many 


{LORDS} 


‘anakas from Australia. 
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years that he especially refers. Apparently 
there are between 3,000 and 5,000 of 
them, and the part of the Act which 
deals with them does not come into 
operation until 1907, and they cannot 
be deported from Queensland until that 
year. In the meantime, the Governor- 
General of Australia is empowered to 
draw up regulations for the deportation of 
these Kanakas. These regulations have 
to be laid before the Australian Houses 
of Parliament or they have to appear 
in the Gazette. No regulations have been 
received by His Majesty’s Government, 
and, as far as we are aware, none have 
been issued. But owing to the great 
interest which the noble Lord who put 
this Question on the Paper takes in this 
question, the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies has no objection to communi- 
cating with the Governor-General of 
Australia, with the view of ascertaining 
whether any regulations have been drawn 
up, and, if not, when they are likely to 
be drawn up, and of asking to be furnished 
with a copy of such regulations as soon as 
they have been issued and laid before 
both Houses of the Australian Parlia- 
ment. 

I might, perhaps, add, mm order to set 
the noble Lord’s mind at rest, and remove 
any apprehension he may have as to the 
manner in which these Kanakas_ will be 
treated, that only recently we received 
from the High Commissioner of the 
Western Pacific a despatch in which he 
stated that the Australian Government 
had assured him that, although they 
had power under the Pacific Islands 
Labourers Act to deport these Kanakas, 
they had no desire to do so in such a 
way as to cause them any great incon- 
venience. This view of the High 
Commissioner is thoroughly endorsed 
by a despatch from Mr. Deakin, copies 
of which have already been laid before 
your Lordships’ House in the papers 
connected with the Pacific Islands 
Labourers Act. In his despatch Mr. 
Deakin distinctly stated that, although 
the Australian Government consider the 
retention of 4,000 or 5,000 of these 
Kanakas less serious than their constant 
emigration into Queensland, yet at 
the same time their retention is un- 
doubtedly contrary to the principle of a 
“white Australia.” He went on further 
to add that it was not part of the policy 





of Parliament to deal hardly with these 
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Kanakas; but that on the contrary, when 
deportation was found to be necessary, 
it would be accomplished in such a 
manner as to ensure their safety and 
welfare. 


Noble Lords opposite are well aware 
that this question of Pacific Island 
labour has excited a considerab'e amount 
of interest in Australia, and when the 
Pacific Islands Labourers Bill was brought 
before the Australian Houses of Parlia- 
ment last year its principle was endorsed 
by both Parties in the State without a 
division. The only difference of opinion 
which existed at all was, as to the time 
which should be allowed to elapse when 
employment of Kanakas should be en- 
tirely done away with. Last year the 
Colonial Office suggested to the Governor- 
General of Australia that he should put 
himself in communication with the 
Commissioner of the New Hebrides and 
the Resident Commissioner of the Solo- 
mon Islands, with a view to ascertaining 
whether they would be prepared, when 
the time came for these Kanakas to be 
deported, to receive them in their 
Islands. The Commissioner of the New 
Hebrides has recently visited Queensland 
for the purpose of becoming more 
acquainted with the Kauakas, and with 
a view to making arrangements fcr 
their deportation to his Islands; and, in 
addition, the Resident Commissioner of 
the Solomon Islands has promised that 
he will receive them into his Islands 
when the occasion occurs. 


I have only mentioned these facts in 
order to remind your Lordships of the 
attitude of the Australian Government 
towards these Kanakas. While the Aus- 
tralian Government hold to the principle 
of removing the South Sea Island labourers 
from Australian territory, at the same time 
they desire to do so in a manner which 
will be both humane and conducive to the 
well-being of the Kanakas. We know 
also that the Colonial Office have not been 
unmindful of the welfare of the Kanakas, 
from the fact that they only recently 
communicated with the Governor-General 
of Australia on this matter. I think, 
therefore, we may assume that, when the 
regulations which the noble Lord refers to 
are drawn up and issued by the Governor- 
General of Australia, it will be found that 
they are of such a nature as to ensure the 
safety, well-being, and future security of 
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the Kanakas when they have to be re- 
moved from Australian territory. 


in Ireland. 


Lorp STANMORE: Do I understand 
the noble Duke to say, with regard to 
that large body of Kanakas, or so-called 
Kanakas, who have married and settled in 
Queensland, many of whom have been 
born there,and who are practically civilised, 
that none of them will be removed from 
Queensland for the next four years, and 
that then it is the intention of the Queens- 
land Government when the roots they 
have already struck in the Colony are 
more deeply seated, to deport these semi- 


civilised subjects to the South Sea 
Islands 4 
THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH : 


-Perhaps I ought to have explained that 


there is a clause in the Pacific Islands 
Labourers Act the operation of which is 
such as to enable all Kanakas who had 
been in Queensland prior to 1879 to re- 
main there. They do not come under 
the operation of the Act. 


POACHING IN IRELAND. 

*Lorp ARDILAUN: My Lords, in 
recent years the take of fish in many 
rivers in Ireland has seriously de- 
clined, and those best qualified to 
judge attribute this largely to poach- 
ing. The object of all connected with 
fisheries is to put down poaching, which 
is very common in Ireland To effect 
this is exceedingly difficult and expensive, 
entailing night watching in sufficient force, 
as the poachers go in strong parties. 
They are only caught in a very small 
percentage of cases, but when caught the 
poacher is tried by the Petty Sessions 
Court. As to the procedure, I will quote 
the words of a well-known legal authority : 

“Tf the poacher is an old bird who has been 
up many times before and knows the ropes, he 
will appeal from the Petty Sessions to {the 
Quarter Sessions. From the Quarter Sessions, 
where counsel has been employed on both sides, 
he will appeal to the Lord-Lieutenant, and 
when his fine has been remitted he has the 
satisfaction of knowing that his prosecutors 
have been doubly mulcted in costs, and that 
they are not likely to interfere with his lucra- 
tive pursuit for a considerable time to come.” 
The procedure, inasmuch as its abuse de- 
feats the whole object of the fishery laws, is 
of some little interest. When a convic- 
tion has-been obtained at the Petty Ses- 
sions, the defendant, if he does not appeal 
to a higher Court, sends his memorial, 
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signed either by himself or by persons 
living in the district, to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant, giving the reasons why he con- 
siders he is entitled to a mitigation of 
the penalty. He may plead poverty (the 
professional poacher seldom omits this 
plea), or that it was his first conviction, 
or he may absolutely deny the truth of 
the charge. The memorial is forwarded 
from the Chief Secretary’s office to the 
Fishery Branch of the Department of the 
Board of Agriculture, who in their turn 
send a form to the Board of Fishery Con- 
servators containing questions relating to 
the case. The secretary of the board 
answers these questions, and gives in addi- 
tion the opinion of the conservators as to 
whether the fine should be remitted or 
reduced. Nothing further is heard of 
the matter until the result of His Excel- 
lency’s opinion as to whether the fine 
should be remitted or not is made known. 
In the vast majority of cases the fines are 
reduced to a nominal amount. In many 
cases they are remitted altogether. And 
so in this way a slap in the face is ad- 
ministered to the Board of Conservators 
or the riparian owner, or whoever prose- 
cuted, for spending large sums of money 
in interfering with the liberty of poachers 
and others to destroy spawning fish and 
to deplete our rivers, an industry which 
the Fishery Branch of the Board of Agri- 
culture and successive Lords-Lieutenant 
appear anxious to encourage. 


Allow me to give your Lordships an in- 
stance of which I have personal know- 
ledge. On October 18th, 1899, a certain 
Patrick Walsh was fined £1 at Maam 
Petty Sessions and ordered to pay 2s. 6d. 
costs in two separate cases. The de- 
fendant appealed to the Oughterard 
Quarter Sessions, held on January 16th, 
1900, where the magistrates’ orders were 
confirmed. The usual memorial was then 
semt to the Lord Lieutenant, who reduced 
both fines to 10s. The owner, on the 
other hand, had the following little bill to 
settle : Cost of submitting case for advice 
and opinion of counsel, £4 17s. 4d. ; 
solicitors’ costs for attending Maam Petty 
Sessions three times and Oughterard 
Quarter Sessions once, £19; witnesses’ 
expenses for attending Maam Petty Ses- 
sions three times and Oughterard Quarter 
Sessions once, £4; total, £27 17s. 4d. 
In this, as in nearly every ‘case, the 
poacher distinctly scores. A fine of 


£2 or £3, even if he had to pay it, would 
Lord Ardilaun, 
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not, in view of the expenses involved in 
prosecuting him, deter him from con- 
tinuing his paying pursuit. I could quote 
many similar cases to your Lordships. 
Then there is the class of cases in which, 
when convicted by either or both Courts, 
the poacher declines to pay the fine and 
goes to prison, and appeals to the Lord 
Lieutenant. Such a case is that of James 
Hanrahan, of Limerick district. He was 
fined £4 for spearing spawning salmon in 
January of this year. The order came— 


‘His Excellency decides that he be dis- 
charged from prison.” 


These modes of dealing with convicted 
poachers are most unfair and unjust to 
those endeavouring to improve fisheries, 
give employment, and increase the food 
supply, and involve a three-fold injury— 
the destruction of millions of ova, direct 
money loss to the Board of Conservators 
which cripples their action, and the re- 
duction of half the penalties given to the 
bailiffs ; and, I may add, it demoralises 
and discourages the watchers. In the last 
seven years, in the Limerick district, the 
fines inflicted by the magistrates amounted 
to £1,352. On application to the Lord 
Lieutenant these fines were reduced to 
£289, and the costs of solicitors amounted 
to £166, and of witnesses to £85, so that, 
in all, the Board lost during those seven 
years £1,458 by direct remissions of the 
Lord Lieutenant. 


If the administration of the law is thus 
to be paralysed, there will be no use in 
prosecuting poachers. I do not know 
who advises the Lord Lieutenant. I am 
not making any attack upon him per- 
sonally. I am cnly referring to the 
great injustice which is perpetrated in 
his name. We all kncw that those who 
occupy the position of Lord Lieutenant 
are always men of high position and 
high honour, and many of them, no 
doubt, hold fisheries of their cwn, and 1 
am sure they would not sanction this 
laxity against Irish owners cf fisheries. 
Possibly the person who advises the 
Lord Lieutenant has done a little poach- 
ing in his own day, and has some 
sympathy, therefore, with the offenders 
I hope the Government will grant 
the Return. If we had the Return 
in the form in which I ask for it, 
we should be able to look into the 





matter and discuss it with complete 
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knowledge. The figures I have, only 
refer to two or three districts. The 
Limerick Board have declined to pro- 
secute any more poachers, and when- 
ever a poacher is caught and his name 
is sent to the Fishery Board, they take 
no action in the matter. In other dis- 
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tricts the same thing, no doubt, obtain:. 
I trust that the Return will be granted, 
and the matter thoroughly inquired 
into. 


in Ireland. 


Moved—For a Return in the following 
form :— 


FISHERY RETURNS. 


{ 
| > : Amounts 
District | Semana. of Fines. 
: Petty in each 
Sessions. Case. 


Solicitors’ | Reduced «a 
Costs | Witnesses’ Memorial 
against Expenses. to Lord 
Plaintiffs. Lieutenant. 








| 


Summary, showing result of Columns.—(Lord Ardilaun.) 


*LorpD MASSY: My Lords, as a 1.em- 
ber of the Limerick Board of Cons: rva- 
tors, I endorse every word that has 
fallen from my noble friend. We have 
1,200 miles of river under our juris- 
diction, and a very small income with 
which to safeguard it. The total amount | 
of income is, | think, £2,500 a year, 
which is derived from fishery licences, 
the fines when inflicted and enforced, 
some few voluntary subscriptions, and a 
10 per cent. valuation upon the fisheries 
of riparian owners. With that limited 
income and 1,200 miles of river to guard, 
we can only afford to put on fifty 
bailiffs in the open time and 140 in the 
close time. It is very hard with that 
number of bailiffs to catch these 
poachers, and when they are caught it 
is heartbreaking to find that nearly all | 
the fines are remitted. The last two| 
cases which, so to speak, broke the camel’s | 
back, occurred on a tributary of the e| 
Shannon. Two men were caught spear- | 

ing salmon in the close time and were 
fined £4 each. One could not pay and 
was sent to gaol, and the other paid; 
but they petitioned the Lord-Lieutenant, 

and in the one case the man was) 
ordered to be released from gaol, and in | 
the other the fine was remitted. A, 
deadlock has now arisen between the) 
Limerick Board of Conservators and the | 
Fishery Board. As we refuse to prose- | 
cute we send up the cases to the | 
Fishery Board, and they reply declining | 
to prosecute also; so that the poacher | 


/quess of 


has an absolutely free and unfettered 
hand. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Mar- 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, 
I regret extremely that the noble Lord 
who usually represents the Irish Office 
is not in his place this evening, perhaps 
owing to the fact that we have met at 
an unusual hour, or because the absorb- 
ing nature of other Irish business which 
has engaged us, has overshadowed these 
comparatively minor matters. But I may 
say, in reply to the noble Lord who 
called attention to this subject, that I 
realise as fully as he does the immense 
importance of protecting the Irish sal- 
mon fisheries. Indeed, in some observa- 
tions I made the other evening on Clause 
13 of the Land Bill, I stated very dis- 
| tinctly what my feelings were on the 
subject. All that Ican promise the noble 
Lord is that | will bring hisrepresentations 
to the attention of the Irish Govern- 
ment. Whether they will be able to sup- 
ply the information that he desires in the 
form which he suggests I am, of course, 
not able to say without further advice ; 
but I will certainly undertake to‘bring to 
the knowledge of the Irish Government 
the facts and the figures he has laid 
| before the House. 


*Lorp ARDILAUN: I beg to move 
for the Return standing in my name. 
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THe LORD CHANCELLOR oF 
IRELAND (Lord AsHBourNe): I had 
hoped that the noble Lord would 
have acquiesced in the remarks made 
by the noble Marquess and withdrawn 
his Motion. So far as I have looked at 
the Return on the Paper, it would be 
quite impossible to give it. There is no 
date, and it would be blind and mislead- 
ing. It asks for the number of cases 
and the amounts that were involved, 
but nothing would be more misleading 
without the reasons that were operating 
on the Lord Lieutenant, and it would be 
quite impossible to give those reasons. 
The Lord Lieutenant goes into the cases 
with great care, the reports of the magis- 
trates are fully considered, and every- 
thing is weighed and balanced before any 
decision ig arrived at. Without indi- 
cating what were the reasons, which it 
would be quite impossible to give, the 
Return would be most misleading. 


*Lorp ARDILAUN: I consent to my 
Motion being withdrawn on the con- 
ditions mentioned by the noble 
Marquess 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


PATRIOTIC FUND BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue AD- 
MIRALTY (The Earl of SrLBorne): 
My Lords, this Bill will, I hope, close the 
controversy which has centred round the 
administration of the Royal Patriotic 
Fund. It establishes a body, on which 
every county and county borough will be 
represented, to deal with all questions of 
administration, and it establishes an 
executive body on which the main work 
will devolve. It has, I think, been ac- 
cepted as a solution of the question by 
the public generally, and by the other 
House, and I hope your Lordships will 
consent to pass the Bill. {.., 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*,” 
— (The Earl of Selborne.) 
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THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Montey): My Lords, I feel 
that the Bill should “ot be read a second 
time without some member of the present 
Patriotic Fund Commission saying « 
word or two upon it. Personally, | gladly 
welcome the introduction of this Bill. 
I am strongly of opinion that it was most 
desirable that localities should be more 
distinctly represented on the Con:- 
mission, and I sincerely hope and 
believe that a body constituted in 
the manner proposed by this Bill 
will have the public confidence, and will 
enable large funds to be collected for the 
benefit of the widows and orphans of 
soldiers and sailors. I am very glad to 
see that the Lords-Lieutenant of counties 
have been introduced, as well as the 
chairmen of County Councils, and I am 
glad to see that since the Bill was read a 
first time in another place, provision has 
been made to constitute lozal committees 
to manage local funds. The difficulty 
has been experienced hitherto of avoid- 
ing overlapping of local and general 
funds, but when we get a central body 
such as is proposed to be constituted by 
this Bill, with a very large general 
council representing the localities, this 
danger will be largely minimised, if not 
entirely avoided. I am glad the Govern- 
ment have seen their way to introduce 
this Bill, and I am sure it will tend to 
the conciliation of public feeling and the 
increase of the funds at the disposal of 
the Commission. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I only 
rise to say two words with regard to 
this Bill. I have been connected in 
several ways with the Patriotie Fund, 
chiefly in my position as First Lord ot 
the Admiralty and in raising funds dur. 
ing the South African War, and 1 have 
felt that there was a strong necessity for 
introducing this measure. Perhaps the 
committee is a somewhat large and 
cumbrous one ; but I cannot see how this 
is to be avoided, and therefore I cordially 
support the proposals made in the Bill 
Ientirely bear out what the noble Earl 
the Chairman of Committees has said 
about this matter. The great thing is to 
get local interest enlisted. When we had 
to collect funds for the widows and 
orphans of those who had fallen in the 
late war, it was perfectly impossible in 
the localities in which I had to work to 
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get people to understand the work of the 
Patriotic Fund. I think this will be 

eatly obviated by the way in which the 
Riga Patriotic Fund Corporation will 
be constituted under this Bill, and I 
give it my support. 


*LorpD WELBY: My Lords, as a mem- 
ber of the Patriotic Fund of many years’ 
standing, I entirely associate myself with 
what has fallenfrom the noble Earl the 
Chairman of Committees. I think the 
time has come when it is necessary to 
change the constitution of the body which 
administers the voluntary relief given to 
the widows and orphans of our soldiers 
and sailors. The form the Bill has taken 
is one which is completely satisfactory to 
the Patriotic Fund Commissioners, and I 
am glad that now an opportunity has 
been found for terminating a controversy 
which, I think, has gone on almost too 
long. I hope the new body will carry 
on to the satisfaction of the public, the 
great object for which the Patriotic fund 
exists. 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according 
to order): Then (Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. having been suspended), Bill 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House forthwith. House in Committee 
accordingly. Bill reported without Amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived. 
Bill read 3*, and passed. 


SUGAR CONVENTION BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I must preface the observations 
which I have to address to your Lord- 
ships on this Bill by an expression of my 
regret that we have not been able to lay 
it before your Lordships earlier in the 
session ; but, as your Lordships are aware, 
we are not entirely masters of the situa- 
tion ; I have, moreover, the consolation of 
knowing that we cannot be accused of 
springing upon the House a_ subject 
which you have not had an opportunity 
of considering. If there had been 
within the last few months a desire 
to embark on the discussion of this 
subject, your Lordships had the power 
to initiate such a discussion. The Bill 
deals with a highly controversial question, 
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but up to a certain point I think we may 
say there is unanimity as to its object. 
I believe no Member of this House 
will be found to contradict me when 
I say that bounties of the kind we are 
discussing are a bad and objectionable 
institution which we shall all be glad to get 
rid of. We should never dream of intro- 
ducing them ourselves ; we believe that 
they represent protection in the most 
dangerous and insidious form, that they 
are bad for the people who have to sub- 
mit to them in the interests of a privileged 
class, and bad for the countries with 
which the bounty-giving country does 
business, because they disturb the course 
of trade, and deny to the public facilities 
for obtaining what they want at its natural 
price. If we could by a stroke of the pen or 
the application of the sponge obliterate and 
wipe out the bounty system, root and 
branch, we should be glad to do so. 
That is the policy which I believe has 
prevailed for many years past in this 
country, and has found acceptance by all 
Parties in politics. 

The chronology of this question is a 
long record of unsuccessful attempts to 
bring about the removal of the bounty 
system by international action. There 
have been sugar conferences in London in 
1862 and 1863, the following year in 
Paris, in London in 1865, and in Brussels 
in 1866. In 1868 and 1869 there were 
conferences at The Hague, in 1872 in 
London, in 1873 in Paris, in 1875 in 
Brussels, in 1876 and 1877 in Paris, in 
1887 and 1888 in London, and in 1890 
again in Brussels. In all these interna- 
tional discussions we have been desirous 
of bringing about the abolition of boun- 
ties, and we have always failed of success 
in achieving the desired end. Meanwhile 
the evil has been steadily increasing. 
In 1896-97 the Continental bounties were 
doubled, and, sheltered behind the 
system of direct and indirect bounties, 
there grew up a system of cartels, or 
trade combinations, which have been able, 
under cover of bounties received by the 
producers of sugar, and under cover of 
the wide difference between Customs and 
Excise duties in bounty-giving countries, 
to force up prices in their own markets 
and to inundate other countries with 
bounty-fed sugar, of which they were able 
to dispose often at considerably below 
cost price. The result has been a 
violent disturbance of the sugar trade 
affecting the commerce of the whole 








543 Sugar 


world, and affecting the interests of this 
country in particular. It did this in two 
directions, it affected the sugar-refining 
industry in this country and it affected 
the sugar-producing industry of our West 
Indian colonies. 


In regard to sugar refineries, all I can 
say to your Lordships is that one after 
another refineries in London, Liverpool, 
Bristol, and Greenock were closed, that 
the number of people employed fell enor- 
mously, and that British refined sugar, to a 
large extent, has been driven out of the 
market. With regard to the West 
Indies, I am sure your Lordships are 
familiar with the interesting Report of 
the Royal Commission of 1897, and it 
is not necessary for me to quote that 
Report at length. I may summarise the 
substance by reminding you that the 
finding of the Commission was to the 
effect that the depression prevailing in 
the West Indies was mainly due to the 
competition of bounty-fed sugar, and 
was not due to extravagant or imper- 
fect manufacture; that this depression 
resulted in the abandonment of many 
West Indian estates and in great distress 
among the labouring population, and in a 
condition of things under which the 
Governments of our sugar colonies found 
themselves in many cases unable to meet 
the expenses of administration. In some 
of our West Indian Islands the Commis- 
sioners found that no other industry 
could take the place of sugar cultiva- 
tion, while in others enterprises of 
different kinds had eventually taken the 
place of the sugar industry, but only 
after periods of transition, characterised 
by great suffering and a painful and in- 
convenient disturbance of trade. 

The Royal Commission reported that 
the best remedy for this deplorable 
condition of things was the abandon- 
ment of the system of bounties by 
Continental States. The suggestion has 
often been made that the West Indian 
planters should accept the inevitable 
and turn their attention to the dis- 
covery of other industries. In some 
parts of the West Indies no other out- 
lets are possible, and even where 
such are possible, is it not fair 
to say there will be grievous hard- 
ships occasioned to those who have to 
close their factories, alter the whole 
character of their plant, and whose 


employees will have to unlearn dne indus- 
The Marquess of Lansdowne, 
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try and learn another? And when the 
new outlet has been found, what security 
is there that the new industry may not 
fall a victim to the same unfair competi- 
tion, and that we may not find, one after 
another, all the available outlets closed to 
our industry and enterprise ? Each time 
the change takes place some non-bounty- 
fed industry is sure to disappear and to be 
crushed out of existence. 


These were the circumstances which 
prevailed when, in 1901, we were asked 
to take part in yet another Sugar Con- 
ference. We considered our position 
very carefully, and we came to the con- 
clusion, having before us the object-lesson 
of former failures, that we would not take 
part in the Conference if it was to be a 
mere parade movement. We thought we 
should be playing a more honourable part 
if we were to proclaim our indifference 
and abstain altogether, than if we were to 
join the Conference and take part in its 
proceedings in such a manner as to add 
one more to the already too long list of 
failures. We took part in the Conference ; 
we instructed our representative to ex- 
press our readiness to resort, if necessary, 
to penal legislation; and the Conference 
was not a failure, but a success. It led 
to the Convention of last year, to which 
all the more imporant sugar-producing 
Powers, as your Lordships know, gave 
their adhesion. The main points in the 
Brussels Convention were these: The 
Powers undertook to co-operate for the 
suppression of all bounties, direct or in- 
direct ; to limit the surtax, by which I 
mean the difference between the Customs 
and Excise duties in the bounty-giving 
countries ; to appoint a permanent Com- 
mission, whose duty it should be to decide 
in cases of dispute whether any country 
gave a bounty, and, if so, what was the 
amount of that bounty; and, finally, to 
accept a clause binding them all to penalise 
bounty-fed sugar. The policy of the 
Convention was accepted by the House 
of Commons of this country, which passed 
a Resolution to that effect last year, and 
this spring we ratified the Convention. 

I observe that the noble Earl opposite 
intends to move the rejection of this Bill. 
I can fully understand, knowing as I do 
something of his opinions, that he should 
desire to enter his protest against the con- 
duct of the Government in this matter ; 
but I cannot believe that he really desires 


that the Bill should not becomelaw. We 
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could not abstain from passing it into law 
except by a grievous breach of faith with 
the other adhering Powers—a breach of 
faith to which I cannot bring myself to 
believe the noble Lords opposite would 
desire to be parties. 

The main provision of the Bill enables 
us to prohibit the entrance into this 
country of sugar which the permanent 
Commission has reported to be bounty- 
fed. It is important to bear in mind the 
extent to which this proposed prohibition 
is likely to-operate. Prohibition would 
obviously be a very inconvenient remedy 
if it were to be directed against the 
sugar produced in any large sugar export- 
ing country. But in this case we have 
not to deal with the countries which pro- 
duce large quantities of sugar. They 
have all joined the Convention. Of the 
Powers which have not adhered to the 
Convention, one only—Russia—exports 
sugar to this country in any appreciable 
quantity. But should it become desirable 
hereafter to resort to the alternative 
remedy of the imposition of countervailing 
duties we take power to do so, but only 
after coming to Parliament. 

What are the objections raised against 
the Bill ? We are told, in the first place, 
that by becoming parties to this Conven- 
tion we have parted with our fiscal indepen- 
dence. Surely thatargument proves rather 
toomuch. If giving our adherence to an 
international contract of this kind is con- 
sidered as parting with our fiscal inde- 
pendence, do we not do so in every case 
where we enter into commercial agree- 
ments with other countries ? The essence 
of all contracts is a certain abandonment 
of one’s right to independent action, and 
the only question that seems to me to be 
worth raising on that aspect of the case 
is whether we are tying our hands for a 
laudable purpose, and whether we are 
doing so within reasonable and safe 
‘limits. As to the purpose, I have already 
spoken. As to the limits, let me remind 
the House that this permanent Commis- 
sion, to which we are alleged to have de- 
livered ourselves body and soul, is only 
entrusted with the duty of simply deter- 
mining the fact whether in any given 
case a bounty has or has not been given 
by a sugar-producing Power, and, if so, 
what amount of countervailing duty 
should be imposed if it is desired to neu- 
tralise it by means of a countervailing 
duty. There is another safeguard on 
which we have a right to insist—the 
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stipulation in the Convention that that 
Convention itself comes to an end at the 
end of five years unless it is renewed. 

We have heard many apprehensions 
expressed to the effect that the abolition 
of bounties will involve the complete dis- 
appearance of cheap sugar in this country, 
and as a consequence the ruin of our 
sugar industries. I shall not say a word 
in disparagement of those industries, or of 
their importance. But I am altogether 
unable to share the alarm that has been 
expressed, and I must say that I find some 
difficulty in exactly comprehending the 
attitude of some of those who offer this 
criticism, because I understand that they 
would be delighted to get rid of bounties 
if they could do so simply by ne- 
gotiation or remonstrance; but what 
they would shrink from is the process 
of getting rid of them by the threat 
of penal legislation. I will venture to 
suggest that the consequences, to the 
sugar industries of this country and to 
those who desire to buy cheap sugar, will 
be precisely the same whether the 
bounties disappear as the result of 
negotiation or remonstrance, or whether 
they disappear, as we hope they will, 
under this Convention as the consequence 
of the threat of penal legislation. 

My own strong conviction is that it is 
altogether incorrect to maintain that the 
retention of the bounties will certainly 
give us a permanent supply of cheap sugar, 
or that the removal of the bounties will 
certainly lead toa permanent enhancement 
of the price. As to thefirst of these proposi- 
tions, do noble Lords opposite seriously 
believe that, supposing the bounties remain. 
as they are, we shall be allowed for all time 
to obtain a large supply of sugar below 
cost price? I do not for a moment 
believe it. Sugar has been at extremely 
low quotations, mainly as the effect of 
these bounties, but in the last few weeks 
I am told that it rose from 6s. per 
ewt. to 8s. 3d. Perhaps I shall be 
told that this is the effect of the signature 
of the Convention, but I do not believe 
that, because I am informed on the best 
authority that you can buy at the price 
which I have quoted, the sugar of next 
year’s crop, a fact which seems to prove 
that no very extensive upward movement 
is anticipated by the market as the result 
of the abolition of the bounties. 

But the effect of the bounties—and 
this cannot be too much insisted upon— 
has been not to give a constant supply of 
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cheap sugar, but to produce perpetual 
fluctuations and oscillations. I believe I am 
right in saying that within the last few 
years sugar has been as high as 27s. 
per cwt., and as low as 6s., or even 
less. In these cases the movement of 
prices has been exactly what one has a 
right to expect in such circumstances. You 
begin with the stimulus of these bounties. 
That leads to an immense over-production 
and glutted markets. ‘That, again, brings 
about a fall of prices. The fall of prices 
naturally leads to a restriction of output, 
and the restriction of output leads to a 
rise in price. That is the obvious 
sequence of events, and that is what our 
experience has shown has been the case 
in the sugar trade. Can anyone believe 
that the Continental sugar producers 
would allow us permanently to buy sugar 
from them at below the cost price when 
they once have complete contro! of the 
market? My firm conviction is that if 
sugar below cost price is to be regarded 
asa privilege, it is a privilege which we 
hold on a most precarious tenure If 
the bounties had been allowed to remain 
we should have had the same fluctua- 
tions in price in the future as we have 
had in the past—the same uncertainty 
and disturbance of trade; and at each 
crisis, as the price reached the lowest 
mark, we should have had the same ruin 
and suffering amongst those engaged in 
the sugar trade. 


If the maintenance of bounties will 
not lead to cheap sugar, neither does 
the removal of bounties mean dearer 
sugar. There is no reason whatever for 
believing. that a return to natural prices 
—and that is the consequence which we 
anticipate from this measure—will put 
the price above the average of recent 
years. But even it there were some 
slight increase in the price, it would be 
more than compensated for by a steady 
scale of prices in the future, instead of 
constant fluctuations. It is said that be- 
cause these bounties cost the nations who 
give them about £9,000,000 a year, that 
sum finds its way into the pockets of 
the consumers in this country. That is 
an absolutely unsustainable position. The 
producer who receives bounties keeps the 
Subvention in his pocket as long as he 
can. He sells his sugar as near the 
market price as possible; and when he 
wishes to undersell his competitor he 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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will do it by the smallest amount neces. 
sary to drive that competitor out of the 
market. The producer will not, out of 
his liberality, transfer to the consumer a 
farthing more of the bounty than he is 
obliged to do ; and it isonly when sugar 
is sold below cost price that the pro- 
ducer begins to part with any part of 
the bounty. 

As totheattitude of the sugar industries 
in this country towards these proposals, 
I have heard with regret that some of 
them regard this measure with disfavour. 
But that has not always been their opinion. 
With reference to the Convention of 1889 
for the abolition of bounties, Messrs. James 
Keiller Son—a firm so well known 
for the excellence of its preserves— 
said— 

“The abolition of bounties will not injure 
the fruit-growing, fruit-preserving, and confec- 
tionery trades of this country ; but will confer 
a direct benetit on them by giving them ulti- 
mately a cheaper as well as a more regular and 
more reliable supply of sugar.” 

Another firm, Messrs. Batger & Co,, 
wrote :— 

“ After a short interval this kingdom would 
be provided with a larger, a better, a cheaper, 
and a more reliable supply of sugar than it has 
ever yet had ; and if once real free trade in 
sugar be established, we shall not again be liable 
to any such sudden and immense rise as that 
which is now paralysing the confectionery and 
allied trades.’ 


The Chambers of Commerce of the Em- 
pire, in which the sugar industries were well 
represented, passed a resolution by a large 
majority at their Congress in 1900, calling 
on the Government to enter into a con- 
vention for the abolition of bounties. The 
resolution was in the following terms :— 


‘That this Congress thinks the time has 
fully arrived for a settlement of the s 
bounty question, and requests Her wer 
Government to enter, as soon as practicable, 
into a convention with Austria, Germany and 
other Powers who have expressed their willing- 
ness to abolish bounties, such convention to’ 
contain a ~~ clause prohibiting the entry of 
bounty-fed sugar into the territories of the 
contracting Powers.” 


If the members of the sugar trades have 
changed their minds, I can only attribute 
it to the demoralising intiuence which the 
receipt of artificial aid of this kind exerts 
upon those who receive and become used 
to it. We hold strongly the belief that 
these bounties are a misfortune to those 
who receive them, and to those who do 
business with the recipients. We regard 
them “as a burden to the State which 





resorts to this method of feeding and 
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fostering industries ; as an injury to the 
domestic consumer; as an uusettling factor 
in the trade ofthe world ; and as one of the 
most injurious quack nostrums with which 
the philosophy of protection has afflicted 
modern States.” Those, my Lords, are 
not my words, but the words of Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman. We do not believe 
that the removal of the bounties will ruin 
our sugar industries ; and if we are to lose 
for the moment by the disappearance of 
sugar placed on the market below cost 
price, we shall gain by the stability of 
price in future, and by the development 
of new sources of supply, including our 
West Indian Colonies. It will be no 
small satisfaction to us to have borne 
a part in destroying a scandal and 
abuse which could not have been de- 
stroyed without the loyal and hearty 
¢o-operation which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were able to afford in this case. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2%.” 
—(The Marquess of Lansdowne). 


*EaRL SPENCER: My Lords, in 
November last I asked the Government 
whether they proposed to give the House 
of Lords an opportunity of discussing 
this Convention ; and the reply was that 
there would be an opportunity when the 
Bill was introduced. Your Lordships 
have waited for the Bill, and we have a 
very sorry reward for our patience. Con- 
sidering that this Convention was made 
in March of last year, there have been 
ample opportunities for introducing this 
Bill earlier. The House is put in not 
only an embarrassing, but a humiliating 
position in having to deal with so im- 
portant a subject in the last few days of 
the session. 

A Bill of this sort is of enormous im- 
portance to the policy and interest of the 
country, and, though it is true your 
Lordships cannot interfere with the de- 
tails of its finance, you can throw the 
Bill out if you choose. Your Lordships’ 
House stands in a more independent 
position than the other House, inasmuch 
as we have not passed a Resolution on the 
subject. I cannot agree with the noble 
Marquess that it would be a breach of 
honour or of faith if we did not pass the 
Bill. Article XII. of the Convention 
begins by saying that the— 

‘Fulfilment of the mutual engagements con- 
tained in the present Convention is subordinate, 


as far as it is necessary, to the customs, for- 
inalities, and requirements established by the 
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constitutional laws of each of the contracting 
parties.” 


And are not the customs, formalities, 
and requirements established by our 
Constitution contained in the fact that 
Parliament has the right to give its 
opinion on these matters and to abso- 
lutely refuse to ratify the Convention if it 
thought fit? Therefore, I cannot see any 
breach of faith or honour in rejecting this 
Bill; and, as the noble Marquess has 
challenged me on the point, I think | 
shall be able toshow how much I dislike 
the Bill, and nothing would give me 
greater satisfaction thanthat your Lord- 
ships should throw out the Bill. 


The general policy of the measure is to 
check or stop bounties in sugar. I at 
once say, that in this country we should 
never, aSfree traders, initiate bounties ; 
but we find bounties prevailing to a very 
considerable extent in the colonies. Can 
we go any further than this? Are we 
such international philanthropists that 
we are ready tostep in to save other coun- 
tries from the severe penalties which we 
believe they incur owing to this bounty 
system, at the expense of very great loss to 
ourselves? The noble Marquess mini- 
mised the loss which this policy would 
entail; but there’are others of great 
authority who declare that the loss to this 
country will range from between 
£7,000,000 and £15,000,000 a year if 
this Bill becomes law. I see the noble 
Marquess smiles, but I shall come back to 
this point presently. It has been 
said that this Convention is a 
triumph of free trade. As far as I can 
make out, the Convention itself adopts 
absolutely protective doctrines. It pro- 
vides for “the efficacious protection of the 
market of each producing country” by 
the principle of the surtax, which is a 
serious imposition of duty. I find that 
the chairman of the British Sugar Re- 
finers’ Association, writing to the noble 
Marquess, says he is asked to point out— 


“that the reduction of the import duties in 
Germany and Austria to 2s. per ewt. (the sug- 
gestion put forward by our delegates) will still 
leave room for the refiners of those countries to 
form a cartel of considerable importance, quite 
sufficient to grant very extensive bounties on 
the export d refined sugars.” 


There is another mode of giving boun 
ties, which is not stopped by the Conven" 
tion, and that is with regard to freights 
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by sea and land. There is a note on the 
Brussels Convention to this effect— 

“Many not inconsiderable advantages will 
be retained by European sugar-producing 
countries, such, for instance, as the preferentia 
railway and steamer rates granted in Germany 
an Austria-Hungary, and the taxe de dis- 
tance granted in France.” 


I understand that at this very moment 
the Government of Austria pay to the 
sugar producer or the sugar merchant the 
dues which may be levied in the Suez 
Canal. What is the difference between 
that and bounties ? There is no difference 
whatever. I say, therefore, there is prac- 
tically no free trade secured in other 
countries by this Convention. 


The noble Marquess boasted that they 
would destroy the cartels and trade com- 
binations. I do not think that will 
be the case. We have already seen, 
since the Convention has been under dis- 
cussion in this country, that very serious 
cartels have been formed abroad, which 
will have exactly the same effect as 
bounties. If there is no free trade 
secured with regard to foreigners, what 
is our object? It has been very dis- 
tinctly stated by the noble Marquess, 
both in the House this evening and in 
his instructions to our representative at 
the Brussels Conference, contained in a 
despatch dated 12th Decemb r, 1901. 
Here is the object, as expressed in those 
instructions— 

‘*Considering that it is of urgent import- 
ance in the interest of the British West India 
Colonies and the sugar refining trade of the 
United Kingdom that effective steps should 
be taken for the abolition of bounties, His 
Majesty’s Government would be prepared,” 


and so on. 


Again, on 17th January, 1902, in 


sending further instructions to the 
British delegates, Lord Lansdowne 
wrote— 


‘* The main reason of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment for desiring to terminate a system which 
has tended for the time to cheapen the price of 
sugar to consumers in the United Kingdom 
has been their conviction of its injurious effect 
os suyar-producing colonies in the West 
Indies,” 


As to the sugar-refining trade, are the 
refiners in this country in such a bad 
position as all that? I have no doubt 
there are some who have not the most 
modern appliances who are unsuccess- 
ful. There is the firm of Tait and 


Eorl Spencer. 
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Sons, whose business in 1900 is quoted 
at £91,000, and now it is quoted 
at £215,000; but if we take the in- 
dustry as a whole, we find that their 
trade has increased from 591,000 tons 
in 1870 to 640,000 tons at the present 
moment. That does not look as if the 
trade was dying, and I do not believe 
that it requires this assistance. 


Thenwe come to the West Indies, which 
has been distinctly stated to be the great 
object of the Bill. The annual preduction 
of sugar in the West Indies amounts 
to about 240,000 tons, and of 
that amount only 46,000 tons are con- 
sumed in this country. The rest goes to 
the United States ; and I want to know 
how that trade will be affected when, as 
the result of this Convention, the United 
States withdraw their preferential duty ? 
Then the West Indies will have to com- 
pete on equal terms with all the sugar- 
producing countries in the world ; and | 
am not sure that, with their present 
energies or appliances, they will be able 
to do so successfully. We hear that 
they cannot produce sugar in the West 
Indies, that can be sold at a profit, under 
£8 a ton. But in Cuba, ever since the 
United States have occupied it, and as 
a result of the vigour and activity 
that have been thrown into the industry, 
they can produce sugar at £5 a ton. 
Therefore you will have a large amount 
of Cuban sugar to compete with that 
trade. I greatly fear that the trade in 
the West Indies will not be improved by 
this Act, but will be very seriously 
hindered. 


The noble Marquess said there would 
not be a rise in the price of sugar, but 
that this Convention would steady the 
price. If there is no rise in the price, 
how are the objects of the Convention 
to be arrived at? The object of the 
Convention is to enable the West Indies 
to carry on their trade in sugar at a 
profit. If they cannot do that now, if 
the price of sugar is not to be increased 
and there is to be much larger com- 
petition, I am afraid the result will be 
unfortunate for the West Indies. The 
real fact is that the trade in sugar has 
been entirely revolutionised within the last 
twenty years owing to the production of 
beetroot sugar. Beetroot sugar is now, | 
believe,about two-thirds of all the sugar in 
the markets of the world. In the United 
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States of America the production of beet- 
root sugar has been going on at a tremen- 
dous rate, and if at present there is a very 
small export of sugar from the United 
States the probabilities are, if the beet- 
root sugar industry increases as it has of 
lace years, that the United States will 
become a very considerable exporter of 
sugar. The noble Marquess told us that 
ouly a small quantity of sugar would be 
prevented from coming into this country 
if the Convention was carried out. I can- 
not help thinking that is a mistake. In 
Russia alone there is an enormous pro- 
duction of sugar, and before very long 
the export of sugar from the United 
States will be largely increased. 

There is one point which I cannot 
help thinking was over-looked at 
the time the Convention was framed, 
by his Majesty’s Government and by 
those who took part in it. I refer to 
the way in which various industries 
which depend on sugar are dealt with in 
the Convention. Article I. affects the con- 
tracting Powers, and deals not only with 
sugar but also with sugar products, such 
as preserves, chocolate, biscuits, condensed 
milk, and other products. Clause 4 deals 
with the manner in which the Convention 
is to operate in regard to countries which 
have not entered into the contract. In 
that clause only the production of sugar 
is referred to, and nothing is said about 
these various sugar industries. What is 
the result of that ? I for one am against 
all interference with the natural course of 
trade ; but if we are to interfere with it 
we must combine this interference with 
justice to all people concerned. Take 
some country in the centre of Europe, like 
Switzerland, which competes a great deal 
with us in the manufacture of condensed 
milk and jam. That country would be 
able to get the full benefit of the bounty- 
fed sugar, which they would obtain at a 
very cheap price, and then come into 
direct competition with our confectioners 
aud jam makers, who would have to com- 
pete at the greatest possible disadvantage. 
Ido not consider that it is an equitable 
mode of dealing with this question, and it 
shows what extreme difficulties arise if 
interference is adopted with the natural 
course of trade. 

The noble Marquess hardly referred 
to one very important question connected 
with this Convention. We have placed 
ourselves in the power of a Commission 
on which we are barely represented. 
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When that Commission reports that a 
certain country has bounties, we are 
bound either to prohibit altogether the 
importation of sugar from that country 
or to impose duties equivalent to the 
benefits which the producers get from 
the bounties. That is a perfectly new 
action. This great, free country, proud 
of its representative Government, proud 
that the House of Commons is the only 
body which can raise taxes, deal with 
duties, or control the whole fiscal affairs 
of the Empire, is put under the orders 
as it were, of a foreign Commission on 
which we have only one representative. 
I think a more monstrous change than 
that has never been proposed. We have 
heard the noble Marquess before now 
on the subject of retaliation. In the 
discussion on Lord Goschen’s Motion, the 
noble Marquess said he wanted to have 
in his hands a large revolver. He has 
had his large revolver with regard to 
this Convention, and has presented it. 
On 25th January, he wrote — 

“Should no agreement be come to by the 
Powers in the course of a few days, His 
Majesty’s Government will be reluctantly forced 
to withdraw their delegates and submit to 
Parliament proposals for the taxation of sugar 
in 1902-3, framed on the assumption that the 
object of the Conference has not been 
achieved.” 

That is the noble Marquess’s first 
shot with his large _ revolver. 
He has brought down _ bounties 
to a certain extent—I think he has 
wounded them rather than destroyed 
them; but at. the same time he has 
inflicted a very serious wound on his 
own followers and on thiscountry. The 
noble Marquess may say that he wishes 
to use this large revolver in future; but 
if this Convention is carried he will have 
thrown away most part of his ammuni- 
tion. Take any country you like. Take 
Germany, which may be one of the 
countries which has raised up this great 
fiscal wall against us. The noble Marquess 
throws away the power of imposing 
differential duties on German sugar, the 
value of which, refined and unrefined, 
comes to nearly £10,000,000. No doubt 
there are other exports to this country, 
but they do not amount to anything 
like that sum. I have always said that | 
am entirely opposed to retaliation. I am 
still opposed to retaliation. But if the 
noble Marquess still adheres to the views 
which he put forward onthe opening night 











5 Sucar 
of the fiscal debate in this House, he has to 
a great extent damaged his own case. I 
shal] not be sorry for it. I doubt 
whether any Bill has ever been presented 
to the Parliament of the United King- 
dom which would bring about such evil 
and pernicious results. I use strong 
words because I feel strongly on the 
subject. While this Bill inflicts a terrible 
loss on the people by raising the price of 
sugar, now one of the valuable parts of 
the food used by the population, it will 
probably entirely fail in its special object 
in protecting the West Indies; and, 
finally, it initiates a disastrous proposal 
wholly foreign to the constitution of the 
country and contrary to all our principles 
of representative Government—namely, 
to give a foreign Commission, on which 
we are barely represented, power to direct 
our law on one very large and important 
item of our fiscal policy. I beg to move 
that the Bill be read a second time this 
day three months. 


5D 


— 


Amendment moved— 


' “To leave out the word ‘now,’ and add at 
the end of the Motion the words ‘this day 
three months.’—(Earl Spencer.) 


*Lorp WELBY : My Lords, I feel that 
there are very great objections to be ad- 
vanced against this Convention, and it 
is on that ground that I propose to vote 
with the noble Earl who has just sat 
down. I doubt very much whether the 
Convention will, in the first place, ac- 
complish its object. Next, it appears to 
me itis open to objection, inasmuch as 
it may involve us in some very difficult 
questions with foreign Powers. It may 
also involve us in very difficult questions 
with our colonies, and what I attach 
very great importance to is that it will 
involve us in very great difficulties of 
administration. Lastly, I think it is ob- 
jectionable on account of the injury 
which it does to the poorer classes in 
this country. To explain my meaning 
I will examine the Convention under 
one or two different heads. I will en- 
deavour to ascertain, first of all, what the 
framers of the Convention are aiming 
at; secondly, what the intention of His 
Majesty's Government is in entering into 
the Convention ; and, lastly, I will con- 
sider some of the results which the Con- 
vention will have in our own country. 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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First of all, let me say how entirely I 
associate myself with the noble Earl the 
Leader of the Opposition in what he 
said with regard to bounties in general. 
No free trader has any sympathy with 
bounties; on the contrary, every free 
trader would be glad if they were re- 
moved from the tariffs of all countries. 
Free traders believe that if moderate 
prices rule, consumers have much larger 
powers of purchasing, and that in 
general the world would profit by larger 
trade. But it is quite a different matter 
when this country is asked to interfere. 
These bounties are not of our making. 
We have nothing to do with them. 
They are the making of foreign Powers. 
It is not our business to guide Germany 
and France by the hand into the right 
way. If they choose to be so silly as to 
give us a large tribute, I do not see why 
we should not benefit by it. We are 
at} liberty to stand aside and let them, 
so to speak, stew in their own juice, 
making the best we can of the tribute 
they offer us; and when the time arrives 
that they return to a sane state of 
mind, we should have had very consider- 
able benefit, so far as our population 
were concerned, from the tribute, and 
we could cheerfully acquiesce in the 
sounder state of feeling which the foreign 
Powers would have arrived at. 


So far as I can understand, the object of 
the framers of the Convention was to 
equalise the conditions of competition 
between beet and cane sugar and to pro- 
mote the consumption of sugar. In the first 
place, the Convention does not equalise 
the conditions between beet and cane. 
On the contrary, it begins by establishing 
a protective duty of 30 per cent. From 
the complaints that are made of the 
effect of protective duties, when im- 
posed by foreign Powers, I take it noble 
Lords opposite do not consider that a 
protection of 30 per cent. is at all 
equivalent to free trade, and, therefore, | 
say that so far as that is concerned the 
Convention will not attain its object. It 
does not abolish protection, but, further 
than that, it does not promote consump. 
tion, because it is perfectly evident that 
if you restrict trade, if you xaise prices, 
the only effect of that must be to check 
consumption. Therefore, I say that on 
neither of those two points wiil the result 


of the Convention justify the objects. 
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which the framers state that they had in 
view. 

I pass now to the object of His Majesty’s 
Government, as stated by the Prime 
Minister. Mr. Balfour stated that were 
it not that under the present circumstances 
it was dangerous and difficult for capital 
to flow into the West Indies, he for one 
did not see why our sugar consumers 
should not benefit by the bounty-fed 
sugar which the foreigner was so foolish 
as to give us. That, perhaps, was rather 
a more limited view of the objects for 
which His Majesty's Government entered 
into the Convention than that held by his 
colleagues, because the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary alluded to 
the injury being dona to sugar refiners. 
With regard to the Prime Minister's 
statement, is the Convention likely to 
encourage the flow of capital into the 
West Indies? Your Lordships are aware 
that fora long time past this grievance 
on the part of the West Indies has con- 
tinued. It is not long ago that sugar 
was very far above the price to which 
the President of the Board of Trade 
hopes to raise it under the Conven- 
tion. Sugar was ruling not very long 
ago at prices from 15s. and 20s. 
to 25s. per ewt. The President of the 
Board of Trade, in his modest estimate, 
hopes that it may rise as high as 10s. 
under the Convention, and he hopes, also, 
that if the price rises to 10s. capital will 
flow from the United Kingdom into the 
West Indies, and that the West Indian 
sugar trade will at once be set upon its 
legs again. But if 10s. per ewt. is going 
to have this happy effect at the present 
moment, why did it not have that happy 
effect ten or fifteen years ago, when the 
price of sugar was 10s., 20s., and even 
25s. per ewt. ? If capital did not flow 
into the West Indies when sugar was at 
that price, it is hardly likely totiow in when 
it is as low as t0s. Therefore I venture 
to think that the object His Majesty’s 
Government aims at will not be achieved. 

But is there no better reason why 
capital does not flow into the West Indies ? 
We learn from the Commission that the 
West Indian Islands are behindhand in 
their management of the sugar business, 
and that practically what it comes to is 
that they are the old four-horse coach 
running against the railway in the shape 
of the intelligent, energetic and skilled 
producers of other countries. Surely, if 
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that is the case no slight amount of in- 
crease in the price of sugar will bring 
capital from this country into the West. 
Indies. Therefore, from whichever point 
we look at it, the Convention will fail to 
achieve the object aimed at. But His 
Majesty’s Government have another 
object in view. They have the object in 
view of saving the refining industry. It 
is curious that His Majesty’s Government 
should have such very great solicitude for 
the sugar refining industry, which only 
employed at the best time between 3,000 
and 4,000 persons,and which now employs 
between 2,000 and 3,000, and have no 
solicitude whatever for those other great 
sugar industries which employ as many as 
100,000 and more. Surely before the 
course of trade is interfered with in order 
to benefit a trade that employs some 2,000 
or 3,000 persons, some little attention 
might be paid to those great trades which 
have risen up under this bounty system, 
and which will be in danger by the new 
system. 

As the noble Earl the Leader of the 
Opposition pointed out, the real fact is 
the refining industry of the country is 
not a very suffering industry. It has 
been stated, in tones of dismay, in another 
place that in 1864 there were sixty 
refineries, and that they have now shrunk 
to fifteen ; but the fifteen are producing 


much more refined sugar than the 
sixty did forty years ago. The noble 


Earl Lord Spencer mentioned the names 
of two firms, and those two firms alone 
produce at the present time as much 
sugar as the sixty firms did in 1864. The 
fact is, the small, ill-equipped refineries, 
the disappearance of which the members 
of His Majesty’s Government lament, have 
made way for better and larger and more 
efficiently equipped establishments, which 
are able to hold their own before the 
world. I do not think there is any real 
ground shown for the. solicitude enter 
tained with regard to the refining in- 
dustry. 

I quite admit that the production of 
refined sugar in England at the present 
moment is not so high as it was twenty 
years ago. I also readily admit that the 
import of refined sugar from abroad has 
risen. immensely—from 200,090 tons to 
nearly 900,000 tons —in recent years, but 
what has been the result of that? It has 
enabled the very large industries of the 
jam trade to flourish during the last 
twenty years to an extent that will almost, 





559 Sugar 


beat any other trade in the United King- 
dom. It is this large increase of bounty- 
fed sugar, with cheap rates, which has 
enabled this immense number of people 
to be employed, and surely we may have 
some anxiety as to what will be the effect 
on those industries under the new order 
of things. 


T now come to a point on which I have 
great anxiety. Anyone who has had 
experience of the great fiscal Department 
of the State knows the extreme difficulties 
attending restrictive legislation. I have 
had occasion more than once to mention 
this in your Lordships’ House, but as it is 
germane to the subject I might mention 
it again. It is almost impossible for the 
very skilled servants of the Government 
in the Customs Department to frame their 
laws so as to ensure, under restrictive 
legislation, impartiality and fairness for 
all the different trades concerned. It is 
also extremely difficult for them to draw 
restrictive legislation in such terms as will 
not raise difficult questions between 
us and foreign Powers. Even in regard 
to this very question it was evident in 
the House of Commons the other night 
that the Government had not realised 
that under the Bill as it stands, while 
this country would be prevented from 
receiving bounty-fed sugar there was no 
means of preventing the import to us of 
preserves and other sugar products 
which might be made from bounty-‘ed 
raw sugar; and at last the Minister in 
charge of the Bill had to say that if any 
such difficulty arose no doubt it would 
he the subject of subsequent legislation. 
But does not that bring out the extreme 
difficulties that attend this meddling 
legislation? That, however, is only an 
instance of the difficulties that attend 
this restrictive legislation — difficulties 
which it is almost impossible to foresee, 
and which when they arise are most 
difficult to meet. Our Statute-book has 
teemed with numberless instances of 
these difficulties, and I do feel very great 
regret that His Majesty's Government 
should not have profited by the experi- 
ence of the past, and should be entering 
again with a light heart on this system 


of meddling _ legislation. Another 
point which arises in connection 
with this Bill is this. We should 


have to go back to that old and most 
obnoxious system of dealing with certi- 
Lord Welbiy 
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ficates of origin. Thatin its: If isa matter 
most vexatious to trade, and no cours 
which His Majestys’ Government take 
can do away with the vexations arising 
from that. The best policy is not to 
meddle in this matter but, as far ag 
possible, to leave trade to its own free and 
unimpeded course. 

With regard to the consequences 
to ourselves, I cannot help thinking 
with the nobe Earl who spoke last, 
that it is a very serious matter that 
we should put ourselves into the position 
of dependence upon a foreign Convyen- 
tion in matters of such importance as our 
fiscal arrangements. And in connection 
with that point I cannot forget that there 
has been a very awkward opinion of the 
law officers on the subject of the most. 
favoured-nation clause. If in the 
administration of the new restrictive 
policy the conditionsof the most-favoured. 
nation clause should really come into 
discussion with powerful foreign nations, 
noble Lords on the Front Bench opposite 
would regret very much _ finding 
themselves in that position. At all 
events, most of us would not envy the 
position of a Foreign Secretary who had 
to deal with that question,' relating as it 
does to.what, under;present circumstances, 
is one of the charters of our trade. 
Again, as my noble friend has stated, the 
cartel is not abolished. There is no 
reason why there should not be even an 
international cartel established. It has 
been said that there is no conflicting 
interest between us and the other ten 
members who will form the permanent 
Commission, but ten of them represent 
highly protective Powers while we area 
free trade Power. Surely then they have a 
conflicting interest with ourselves. Up to 
the present time they have been the 
sellers and we the buyers, and I have 
never heard that the interests of both 
sellers and buyers were one. 

Lastly, my Lords, there is a point which 
ought not to be lost sight of. There can 
be no doubt that of late years the import 
of sugar has very greatly increased, and it 
has greatly increased under this system. 
At all events let us acknowledge how far 
that has been a benefit to us. From 1860 
to 1869 the sugar retained at home for 
home consumption was about 12,000,000 
ewts. In the next years, between 1870 
and 1885, that rose to about 20,000,000 
ewts. ; and since that time has risen to 
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considerably over 30,000,000 ewts., and I 
see by the last Returns, which go up 
to 30th June last, that in the current 
years the imports retained at home for 
home consumption amounted to an 
astounding figure, which works out 
at the rate of 40,000,000 cwts. a 
year. What has become of this 
difference between the 40,000,000 ewts. 
to-day and the 20,000,000 cwts. of 
twenty years ago? It must be the 
case, as it was retained for home 
consumption, that it has either gone 
to improve the food of the people or 
to be the raw material of manufacture. 
Many noble Lords will recollect how 
deeply interested the House was the 
other day when Lord Meath brought 
forward the question of the national 
standard of public health. Surely 
the question we are now discussing 
has a very considerable bearing upon 
the question of the physique of the nation. 
If the large masses of our poorest 
population, onwhom a great part of our 
reputation for national physique depends 
get such an important article of food as 
sugar at low rates, surely that is a very 
important item in improving the physical 
condition of the nation. [f that is the 
case, I do not think that in this anxiety 
to benefit what I think, and what many 
noble Lords think, is the somewhat de- 
caying industry of the West Indies, the 
interests of the large mass of the con- 
suming population should be entirely 
neglected and overlooked as they have 
been by His Majesty’s Government. 


Lorp FARRER: My Lords, I should 
certainly not have ventured to make any 
observations on this question were it not 
for the fact that in another place my 
father’s name was quoted as_ havin 
written largely upon this subject, pe 
many deductions were drawn from those 
pamphlets and writings which I hope to 
show were not founded on fact. But 
before I answer that particular point I 
hope your Lordships will allow me for a 
very few minutes to express my own 
opinion as to the danger of this Conven- 
tion. What is the idea at the bottom of 
it? Ido not think that one can possibly 
dcubt what the real intention of it is 
when one notes what was stated by the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State for 
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Foreign Affairs on 17th January, 1902. 
The noble Marquess then said — 

“The main reason for His Majesty’s Govern- 
mentdesiring to terminateasystem which for the 
time has tended to cheapen the price of sugar 
to consumers in the United Kingdom has been 
their conviction of its injurious effect upon 
their sugar-producing colonies in the West 
Indies.” 

Again, on 26th June, the 
Minister stated— 

“If it were not in effect for the case of the 
West Indies there is no conceivable reason 
why we should not allow the foreigner to tax 
himself for the sake of our consumer.” 

And again, the Colonial Secretary 
stated in the House of Commons— 

“T say that the West Indian industry, which 
asks only for free trade and fair trade, is, after 
all, more deserving of consideration than the 
jam industry.” 

This is particularly interesting to those 
of us who hold the old-fashioned opinion 
that the consumer is of much more 
importance than the producer, as it 
shows that the modern idea of politi- 
cians is to consider the producer in 
the first instance. I think the idea 
of protecting the consumer by pouring 
small shot into him is a very curious one. 
As has been well said, in order that the 
West Indian producer may benefit effec- 
tually, the English consumer must suffer 
substantially. Indeed, the fact that the 
price of sugar will be raised to the con- 
sumer in this country is admitted by 
advocates of the measure in the other 
House. Sir Walter Thorburn said— 

‘“*T do not suppose that more than a farthing 
per pound will . added to the price of sugar.” 
I do not see how these views are in con- 
sonance with those expressed in the early 
fiscal debates in this House by the noble 
Duke the Leader of the House and by 
Viscount Goschen. After all, what are the 
figures of the West Indies? for, when you 
come to it, this is a matter of figures. So 
far as I can make out, the total produc- 
tion of the West Indies is 240,000 tons, 
of which they send to us not 50,000 tons, 
whereas the total consumption in the 
United Kingdom is 2,000,000 tons. It 
is inconceivable, I think, that the West 
Indies can possibly supply this country 
with all the sugar we require ; and in this 
connection I should like to mention the 
entire failure of another attempt to pro- 
tect West Indian interests. I refer to 
what is known in Liverpool as the banana 
boat subsidies. I am told that the £40,000 
a year that has been given to them has 
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been an absolute and complete failure, 
and if you go to Liverpool you will find 
that the other shipowners laugh at it. 
Since the Convention has been signed the 
price of sugar has gone up £2 a ton. 
Whether that is post hoc or propter hoc it is 
difficult to say, but I think there is no 
doubt that the Convention is the cause of 
it ; and I do not see how we, as a nation 
of shopkeepers as we have been called, 
can possibly think that this Convention 
is to our advantage. 


Sugar 


Switzerland, which is not a party to 
the Convention, has already enormous 
manufactories of chocolate and other 
similar industries. It seems to me ex- 
tremely probable that, if we tax the 
makers of confectionery, jam, and so on 
in this country, while Switzerland can 
receive its products free, that enormous 
trade will be largely transferred to 
Switzerland. The complications which 
will arise in carrying out this Con- 
vention can easily be seen if your 
Lordships will take the trouble to read 
the Paper which has been circulated. I 
have read a good deal about this subject, 
and I confess that the difficulties that 
arise, and the elaborate arrangements 
which have to be made to carry out the 
Convention, even the early stages of it, 
have baffled me, and I am unable to 
urderstand it. After what my noble 
friend Lord Welby has said, I need not 
refer further to the great difficulties 
which will arise in the methods of in- 
specting the various trades of this country. 
Anyone who will take the trouble to 
look back to the days of protection will 
recognise that one of the most serious 
difticulties the Government had then to 
contend with, was the great cost of inspec- 
tion, and, what is far worse, the lobby- 
ing in Parliamenton behalf of the various 
interests affected, a process that, I am 
sorry to say, has already begun. I should 
like to say one word as to the question 
of bounties. The Colonial Secretary 
stated in the other House— 

“What is the ultimate object of a bounty? 
It is to secure a monopoly. Was the bounty 
in process of securing a monopoly? Yes, if 
was. 

The figures he gave in respect of that 
assertion were to the effect that the 
sugar of Austria and one or two other 
countries granting bounties had increased 
enormously ; but, supposing fora moment 
bounties do create a monopoly pro tem. 


Lord Farre - 
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in a free trade country, it is inconceiy- 
able that that monopoly will last. [ 
believe I am right in saying that in no 
great trade in this country has any large 
monopoly ever been able to be instituted 
since the adoption of our free trade 
system. I think it is probable that the 
Convention, if it is passed, will ultimately, 
after the five years, be found so unsatis- 
factory that it will be abolished; but 
that, of course, is a question of the 
future. I should like before sitting 
down to correct the statements made in 
the House of Commons from my father’s 
pamphlets with respect to the question 
of bounties. Mr. Duke said that my 
father stated six years ago that— 

““ We must admit to the fullest degree that 
sugar bounties are an abomination.” 

The Colonial Secretary, in the same 
debate said— 

“Gentlemen have quoted passages that 
serve their purpose, and very rightly omitted 
passages that do not serve their purpose.” 

That was quite true, for what did my 
father say ? As a matter of fact, what he 
said was that— 

‘* Sugar bounties are an abomination to the 
countries granting them.” 
which is a very different thing. 


*THe Duke oF MARLBOROUGH: 
My Lords, perhaps your Lordships will 
permit me for a very few moments 
briefly to discuss this measure, which is 
connected with that Office which I fear 
somewhat inadequately, I have the 
honour to represent in your Lordships’ 
House. It would not be right or proper 
for me, in the short time at my disposal, 
to attempt to reply to all those questions 
which were raised with regard to the con- 
stitutional and diplomatic aspect of this 
case by the noble Earl who moved the 
rejection of the Bill. No doubt the 
noble Marquess will reply later on to 
that. But there is one point which the 
noble Earl raised with which I think I 
may deal. As far as [ understood hin, 
he based one of his chief arguments for 
the rejection of this measure on the fact 
that the consumer in Great Britain had 
benefited toa very great extent from 
the bounties. I know that distinguished 
Members of the Party opposite have 
estimated that benefit at £5,000,000 or 
£6,000,000 or £8,000,000 a year, but it 
has been left to the noble Earl himself 
to raise that figure to £15,000,000. 
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What are the facts? Great Britain at 
the present time takes from Europe 
about 1,500,000 tons of sugar. Of that 
amount 1,200,000 tons is bounty-fed. 
The natural price of sugar at the present 
time is about £9 10s. per ton, and, for 
the sake of argument, ] will assume, in 
order to give the producer a good profit, 
that he sells his sugar at £10 a ton. 
The artificial price of sugar quoted for 
the month of August is £8 a ton ; that 
is to say, the consumer in Great Britains 
has been benefiting to the extent of 
£2 a ton during the last few months. It 
is not difficult to multiply the 1,200,000 
tons by £2 a ton, and we find that the 
consumer in Great Britain has been bene- 
fited to the extent, not of £15,000,000, 
or £7,000,000, or even £5,000,000 but 
to no more than £2,500,000. That 
is, as far as I can understand, about 
the benefit that the British consumer and 
those who are mixed up in the biscuit and 
jam industries have been receiving. If 
we balance against that the loss to the 
sugar refineries in this country, we shall 
find that the British consumer has bene- 
fited very little from bounties. And 
even if we had some slight advantage, 
how long was that advantage likely to 
last? Was it likely to be a permanent 
advantage or one that might be removed ? 
Undoubtedly it would not have lasted. 
Bounty-fed countries are enabled to sell 
sugar below cost price, and at the same 
time gain a benefit to themselves, with 
the result that those countries which do 
not give any bounty have to pay the 
difference between the artificial price and 
the natural price out of their own pocket. 
The consequence is that those countries 
which do not give bounties gradually 
cease to produce, so that there is less sugar 
produced; the production is confined to 
the countries where bounties are given, 
and the price necessarily goes up. 

In the bounty-fed area the tendency 
has been for one bounty-fed country to 
destroy another. Several years ago the 
sugar bought by us from Europe came in 
almost equal proportionsfrom the bounty- 
fed countries, but the figures ofthe last few 
years show conclusively that a monopoly 
was gradually being acquired by Austria 
andGermany. What do these tendencies 
all point to? They all point to the fact 
that eventually the result in bounty-fed 
countries would be thata monopoly would 
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be formed, and that in consequence an 
artificial increase of price would take 
place. Noble Lords opposite will pro- 
bably say that if Germany and Austria 
together were able to create a monopoly 
and raise the price of sugar to a pro- 
hibitive figure, that would enable other 
countries to come in, and consequently 
the price would fall ; but it would take 
certainly some time for a country like 
France, after having her sugar industries 
partially destroyed, to be able again to 
come in and compete against the more 
powerful combinations on the part of 
Austria and Germany, and during that 
long time the cousumers in this country 
would be paying the higher price and the 
manufacturers dependent on the cheap- 
ness of sugar would be placed in a serious 
position. The noble Earl said he was 
afraid that monopolies might still go 
on. 


Eart SPENCER: Cartels. 


THE Duke oF MARLBOROUGH: 
That cartels might still go on, and that 
nothing was very definitely settled about 
the surtax; but my information is that 
under this Convention the surtax has 
been limited. It is the difference be- 
tween the import duty and the Excise— 
Zs. fd. per ewt.—and I am assured that 
it would be impossible at that figure for 
any very powerful combination to be 
effected. If His Majesty’s Government 
had declined to join in this Convention ; 
if, as a result, the bounties on sugar 
had not been abolished, and a few years 
afterwards a monopoly had, in conse- 
quence, been created in Europe, I cannot 
help thinking that noble Lords opposite 
would, with reason, have criticised His 
Majesty’s Government for not having 
anticipated such a possible event and 
taken an opportunity when it was offered 
to them of removing that danger. We 
believe that the time has come when the 
advantages—if indeed they were ad- 
vantages—which we derived from the 
Bounties have been exhausted, and that 
the monopoly for which they were created 
is in view. I was very pleased to hear 
one statement made by the noble Ear] in 
the course of his speech. He seemed very 
concerned as to the future prosperity of 
the West Indies, and that gave me source 
of very great satisfaction, because I felt 
that at least there was one point in this 
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measure up on which we were all agreed. I 
understood the noble Earl to say that the 
West Indies, in consequence of the re- 
moval of the countervailing duties in 
America, would lose the benefit that 
they had been gaining. I do not deny 
that, on the one hand, they will lose those 
advantages, but, on the other, they will 
gainadvantagesfrom the fact that bounties 
no longer exist in Europe, and that 
consequently they can compete on favour- 
able and even terms with their competi- 
tors in the English market. 


The noble Earl expressed his great con- 
cern for the future of the West Indies. 
I certainly agree with him. He pointed 
out that they hada considerable trade with 
the United States, but, my Lords, the 
tendency of America is to grow all her 
sugar in Cuba, in Porto Rico and Hawaii. 
I think itis probable that thesesugar indus- 
tries will be highly protected in the future, 
and that in consequence the sugar trade 
which the West Indies has with America 
to-day will be removed from her in the 
future. Where else can the West Indies 
then turn but to the mother country for 
theirmarkets, and if these bounties had not 
been removed they would have even this 
last market cut away from them. I under- 
stand that the trouble in the West Indies 
has not been due to the low price at which 
they have had to sell their sugar, but more 
to the fluctuations of price and the conse- 
quent insecurity of capital. Over and over 
again they have endeavoured to induce 
capitalists to invest money in the West 
Indies without success, and the con- 
sequence has been that their industry 
has been seriously crippled. It is believed 
by many men who have studied this 
question for a long time that, if freedom 
of competition is secured to the West 
Indies in other markets, if security from 
artificial bounties is created, capital will 
be invested in our West Indian Colonies, 
and that in consequence modern machinery 
will be employed and modern methods of 
production adopted, with the result that 
the West Indian Islands, which by nature 
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the fear of monopoly and the consequent 
dislocation of those trades dependent upon 
the cheapness of sugar will vanish ; that, 
above all, we shall be able to restore a 
once flourishing and prosperous industry 
in our West Indian colonies, and extricate 
them from that undesirable and unfor- 
tunate position in which they have been 
placed through circumstances over which 
they have no control. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
am very glad that it has fallen to me to 
reply to the speech that my noble relative 
has just delivered. I, and all of your 
Lordships, I am _ sure, congratulate 
him on his first appearance in this 
House as a Mimster. He comes of a 
stock which has produced many able men 
in both Houses of Parliament, and we all 
recognise the high promise which the 
speech he has just delivered shows. I am 
sure we congratulate him on the clearness 
with which he has presented his facts, and 
I myself acknowledge the difficulty there 
may be in endeavouring to answer them. 
My noble relative began by attacking 
Lord Spencer, another of his noble re- 
Jatives, and he said that my noble friend 
had asserted that this Bill was going to 
result in a charge being put on the people 
of this country of £15,000,000. 


*THeE DukKE oF MARLBOROUGH: 
What I said was that it had been stated 
that the removal of these bounties would 
diminish the benefit to the consumer in 
this country to the extent of between 
£7,000,000 or £8,000,000 a year, and 
that the noble Earl had estimated the 
figure at between £7,000,000 and 
£15,000,000. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: That is ex- 
actly what I understood the noble Duke 
to say. It has never been said that the 
people of this country have benefited in 
the past to this amount. It is absolutely 
clear that the whole amount of the 





are peculiarly suited in many cireum- 
stances for the production of sugar, will 
be able in the future to compete upon 


bounty has not gone into the pockets of 
| the consumer in this country. That I do 

not think is contended, but what we do 
| contend is this, that if the removal of the 


favourable and equal terms with other | bounty causes a rise in the price of sugar 
competitors in the British market. I be-! of a half penny per pound, then the ad- 
lieve that the removal of these sugar ditional cost to the consumer in this 
bounties, which will be the result of this | country will be something like £7,500,000, 
Convention, will, in the first place, give | and that if the effect of the abolition of 
us unrestricted trade in our sugar ; that the bounties be to add a penny, then the 
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consumer in this country will suffer to 
the extent of £15,000,000. Those are 
the statements we have made, and I do 
not think they are exactly the same as 
the interpretation put upon them by the 
noble Duke. 


The noble Duke admitted that a 
certain benefit had arisen to the consumer 
in this country owing to the bounties. I 
think we are all agreed as to that, but 
the noble Duke said that that was more 
than counterbalanced by the loss arising 
through the refineries being diminished. 
Even if the loss to the refiners had been 
very considerable, I would point out that 
that loss has fallen upon very few of His 
Majesty’s subjects, whereas the benefit of 
the low price of sugar has been felt 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the country ; but I do not think there 
is any case for saying that there has 
been this great loss to refineries. It 
is true that the number of refineries has 
been largely reduced, but at this moment 
the refineries which do exist in this 
country are refining a larger araount of 
sugar than was refined forty years ago, 
when a larger number of refineries 
existed, and, at any rate, taking the big- 
ger refineries, they are doing very well, 
and are making very large profits. There- 
fore, I cannot admit that there is a case 
made out of any real loss arising to 
the refineries. 


Then my noble friend broke out into 
prophecy. He said that in the future 
these advantages arising from bounty-fed 
sugar would not be maintained, and that 
we should very soon find that we should 
lose by it; in fact, that eventually the 
bounties would really restrict production. 
All I can say is that I prefer the testi- 
mony of the facts of the past. What are 
the facts of the past? They are rather 
remarkable. In the year 1840 the total 
sugar crop of the world was only 1,150,000 
tons; in 1870 it had risen to 2,416,000 
tons ; in 1890, to 5,702,000 tons ; and in 
1900 it had risen to &,800,000 tons, so 
that I think I may fairly claim that the 
experience of the past has shown that the 
effect of bounties has been largely to in 
crease the production of sugar and not 
to reduce it. The noble Marquess de- 
nounced bounties. He said they were the 
worst form of protection. We on this 
side of the House agree with the noble 
Marquess in his denunciation of the 
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system of bounties. We could join hands 
with him in the desire to see them 
abolished ; but the fault we find is not 
with the fact that the bounties are going, 
but with the method in which they are 
going. The intention is excellent, but the 
method of giving effect to that intention 
leaves much to be desired. I will quote 
the opinion of a late Member of your 
Lordships’ House, who was a champion of 
sugar bounties. He took part in conven- 
tion after convention, and was a great 
champion of sugar bounties. I allude to 
the late Lord Pirbright. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (The Earl of ONSLOW) : 
I beg the noble Lord’s pardon for inter- 
rupting him, but Lord Pirbright and I 
were members of the Conference of 1887, 
the whole object of which was to get rid 
of the bounties. Lord Pirbright was ex- 
tremely anxious to get rid of them. I 
do not think he was ever a champion of 
sugar bounties, but quite the reverse. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : I may have 
expressed myself badly, but what I meant 
to say was that the late Lord Pirbright 
was a champion of the abolition of sugar 
bounties. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
You omitted the word “ abolition.” 


Lord TWEEDMOUTH : I am very 
sorry. Now, what was Lord Pirbright’s 
opinion with regard to this proposal to 
abolish sugar bounties ? I have here the 
conclusion of a letter that he wrote to 
The Times on this subject. He wrove— 


“Thave attempted impartially to examine 
the Brussels Convention, and, for the reasons 
I have stated, I am forced to the conclusion 
that it ought not to be ratified by Great 
Britain. Our sugar-growing colonies could 
not be benefited by the acceptance of a Con- 
vention which o-tensibly for the purpose of 
protecting the interests of their staple indus- 
try really confers special advantages on the 
bounty-giving Powers, while denying to Great 
Britain the right to grant any special benefits 
to her own possessions, while the omission from 
the Convention of the provision protect:ng the 
signatory Powers against reprisals under the 
most-favoured-nation clause exposes this 
country to the dangers attendant upon denun- 
ciation of commercial treaties, and the conse- 
quent grave losses to our export trade.” 


At any rate, Lord Pirbright, champion 
as he was of this policy, was absolutely 
against the method that has been adopted 
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in this Convention by His Majesty's | ever is done to the producer in the West 


Government. There are two questions 
I should like to ask the noble Marquess. 
The first is, whether a country granting 
special railway rates to sugar would be 
considered to be giving a bounty. That 
is an important point, especially in the 
case of countries in which the railway 
system is in the hands of the Govern- 
ment. I admit that if Parliament should 
so desire it, and the Government should 
so determine in the future, it is possible, 


ing duties, but still the policy which is 


adopted in the Bill is one of total pro- | I should like to say a word or two with 


hibition. It is said that this proposal in- 


Indies. The West Indies do not gain and 


| this country does not lose, and we are 
all very much as we were in spite of 


all the disturbance to trade and all the 


‘fuss and debates in Parliament that 


this proposal has caused. Is it altogether 
certain that we are doing a kindness 
|to the West Indies by going out of 
our way to foster an industry which, 
after all, despite the great demand for 


: €, sugar in all parts of the world, has not 
under the Bill, to return to countervail- | g P 


done very well in the past? 


regard to the positionof someof the islands 


volves the securing of free trade. There is | inthe West Indies, and I will refer to none 


one great bar to that in the Bill, and that 
is the proposal with regard to the surtax. 
The surtax is nothing in the world but a 
bounty under another name. That view 
is accepted even by such a body as the 
Anti-Bounty League of the West Indies. 
Here is a quotation from a letter addressed 
by them in January, 1902, to the Colonial 
Office. They say— 


**In connection with this, we would refer 
you tothe letter recently forwarded by us to 
the Marquess of Lansdowne, a copy of which 
is enclosed. It will be seen that the cartel 
has doubled the German bounty, which was 
£1 5s. Od. per ton. It is now £2 10s. Od., and 
can, With the consent of the German Govern- 
ment, be increased to £3 15s. Od. without 


|that I have not myself visited. The 
, prosperity of the West India Islands 
varies precisely in proportion to the 
extent to which they have given 
up sugar cultivation and _ taken 
up other forms of industry. Take 
Trinidad. The industry of Trinidad was 
largely sugar growing. It still exports a 
considerable amount of sugar, and it has 
the very best factories and the very best 
machinery, but Trinidad has also other 
great sources of industry. It grows a 
great amount of cocoa, and it also under- 
takes a good deal of trade as between this 
country and South America. Trinidad, 
I think it will be admitted, is in conse- 





any alterations of the existing Customs and quence a prosperous island. Go to To- 


Excise duties. Thus, if the cartel is allowed | F . : 
to continue, the German Government can well | bago, an island close by, which is a de- 
sive up its official export bounty and still pendency of Trinidad, and you find that 


eave the industry with double the bounty it | that island is extremely badly off. Then 
enjoyed last year.” if you go north to Grenada, you find an 
island which has entirely given up sugar 
growing. It is very prosperous, and it 
grows large quantities of cocoa. Then go 
to St. Vincent. That is an island that has 


The surtax which is allowed under this Bil 
is exactly that sum of £2 10s. Od. per 
ton, and it is evident that in the opinion 
am pans engaged Pog Pye. < Permacger _also given up sugar, but has been brought 
: : : -’ to the verge of bankruptcy through the 
industry with double the bounty it! fichtful eruption which took place there, 
enjoyed last year, and, as they say, the | ang also by the severe competition it has 
German Government might well give | had to meet in arrowroot. Then go to 
up its official export bounty. The) Barbados, that is an island 94 per cent. 
noble Marquess made a great point of | of whose exports is sugar, an island that 
the fact, that he, at any rate, did not has not got any modern machinery, and 
expect any material enhancement of produces very little except the common 
the price of sugar, owing to the Con-| muscovado sugar. There you have an 
vention. I am not at all sure that I) island which barely gets on, and it is 
do not rather agree with the noble certainly not prosperous. Then go on to 
Marquess in that opinion. If that is Antigua. You there have an island ex- 
the case, # there is no material enhance- | porting 95 per cert. of sugar, and in very 
ment of the price, then it is truethat | much the same position as Barbados. | 
no harm is done to the consumer in | should like to quote a Report by Governor 
this country; but, also, no good what- | Sir H. M. Jackson to Mr. Chamberlain, 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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573 Sugar 
dated 25th February, 1902, in which he 
says— 


“ What the effect of the abolition of bounties 
may prove to be in large colonies producing 
high-grade sugars it is not for me to say, since 
the Leeward Islands are not among them ; but 
it is only too certain that in these islands pro- 
ducing only muscovado, and that by means of 
indifferent machinery, the immediate effect 
will be the reverse of Scuoheted. The American 
market is now the only one, a precarious one 
at best, but still the only one, now open to the 
low-grade sugars of these islands.” 

And he goes on to say— 


“So far then from the possible abolition of 
the bounties making the question of central 
factories less pressing, at least so far as Antigua 
is concerned, it only makes it of more vital 1m- 
portance. If the bounty system is continued, 
the industry may linger on for a short time, 
yet in a gradually diminishing condition, but 
with its abolition, and without central 
factories, there will be immediate stoppage in 
many of the largest estates.” 

I think that is pretty good proof that the 
remedies you are proposing are not, at 
any rate, certain to bring prosperity in 
their wake. The Governor also points 
out that America must be, from geo- 
graphical reasons, the only market for 
these islands. I go on to Jamaica. 
Jamaica is, I think, as large in acreage as 
the whole of the other West Indian 
Islands. It is a very prosperous island, 
yet it hardly exports any sugar at all now. 
Here is a list of its exports: Fruit, 51°6 
per cent. ; coffee, 7°38; sugar, 7°0; rum, 
6-4 ; dyewoods, 6-2; pimento, 4-0 ; 
minor produce, 17°0. There, I think, 
is proof that the island that relies 
on other products than sugar is the 
one that is really more likely to succeed 
and remain permanently prosperous. 


I now come to Demerara. There you 
have alarge territory which has not been 
developed as it ought to have been, 
because the sugar planters have refused 
to allow men to settle in the interior 
and develop it. It isa country where 
sugar is produced under the best con- 
ditions, where they have the best 
machinery, with, I think, animport duty 
of £14 per ton placed on sugar coming 
into the country, and with everything 
that the sugar planter requires for his 
trade admitted free of duty; yet that 
country has only just succeeded in good 
years in making a profit on its sugar. 

The view that Iam venturing to put 
forward is also supported by the Report 
of the West Indian Commission. That 
Commission looked into the question 
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from the point of view especially of the 
sugar interest, and it came to the con- 
clusion that, while the imposition of 
countervailing duties would inflict in- 
jury on the people of this country, it 
was not certain that such a plan would 
resuscitate the sugar growing industry. 
Here are one or two quotations from 
their Report, which will show what their 
view was. The Report says— 

“Owing to the nature of the soil and climate 
such articles of human food as are yielded by 
cultivation in the tropics can, as arule, be 
readily produced in ve quantities, and there 
is consequently no likelihood of any | parernee 
deficiency of the bare necessaries of existence 
for the labouring classes. It seems to us that 
no reform affords so good a prospect for the 

ermanent welfare in the future of the West 
ndies as the settlement of the labouring popu 
lation on the land as small peasant proprietors. 
The settlement of the labourers on the land 
has not, as a rule, been viewed with favour in 
the past by persons interested in the sugar 
estates, What suited them best was a large 
supply of labourers entirely dependent on 
being able to find work on the estates aad 
consequently subject to their control and 
willing to work at low rates of wages.” 


The Report then remarks on the evils 
arising from absentee landowners and 
the influence of sugar capitalists with 
the Government, and winds up by say- 
ing— 

“It is the special duty of your Majesty’s 
Government to see that the welfare of the 
general public is not sacrificed to the interests 
or supposed interests of a small but influential 
minority which has special means of enforcing 
its wishes and bringing its claims to notice.” 

I do not think that you can lightly 
put aside the recommendations of that 
Commission, and they are recommenda- 
tions which I would press on His Majesty's 
Government. The Convention carried 
out by this Bill will, in my humble 
judgment, confer a very doubtful bene- 
fit on the West Indies, and I think 
it will confer still more doubtful benefit 
on Great Britain. In order to get that, 
you are proposing to place your fiscal 
arrangements, so far as sugar is con- 
cerned, under the control of foreign 
Powers. You are going to hand over the 
decision of all fiscal matters relating to 
the taxing of sugar in this country, to a 
Commission, consisting of eleven mem- 
bers, of whom ten are foreigners and the 
representatives of producing countries, 
and you alone have a single representative. 

Then there is astill more extraordinary 

rovision. In this Bill you propose abso- 
utely to exclude raw sugar from 
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producing countries which have not 
come under the Convention and which 
give bounties, but while it is proposed to 
make that exclusion, you admit the manu- 
factured article made from that bounty- 
fed sugar. That is the most extraordinary 
proposal that ever emanated from any 
British Government. Let us take Italy. 
You forbid her sugar coming into this 
country, yet you receive from her readily 
and without duty, sweets made out of that 
very sugar. If the Bill is to be success- 
ful in what I maintain to be its main 
object—namely, the assistance of the West 
Indies, you must increase the price of 
sugar considerably to the consumer here 
in England, and, if you do that, I main- 
tain that you violate the first principles 
of free trade. For these reasons I sup- 
port the Amendment which has been 
moved by the noble Earl beside me. 


Sugar 


*THE EarLor ONSLOW : My Lords, 
sugar is the natural and only product 
of a large number of the West India 
Islands, and its production employs a 
largeamount of labour. By destroying 
the sugar industry in the West India 
Islands by this system of bounties you 
kill, by artificial means, an industry which 
nature intended should be carried on, 
and which is most beneficial to the 
people. It is said that the labouring 
population can be settled on the land by 
giving them small holdings. The Govern- 
ment have gone as far in that direction 
as is possible, but it isnot very far. The 
advantages which we believe this Bill 
will give to the West Indies are not that 
it will raise the price of sugar, nor that of 
itself it will result in an increased con- 
sumption of cane sugar from those is- 
lands—though we believeit islikely tohave 
that effect-—but that, when it is known 
that the price of sugar is not liable to 
violent fluctuation owing to bounties, 
and that there will be security for 
capital, people will be willing to invest 
capital in those islands, and a 
greater quantity of machinery will be 
made and sent from this country to 
the West Indies. The noble Earl who 
moved the rejection of this Bill said that 
we were handing over to a foreign Com- 
mission the control of our fiscal system 
so far as sugar is concerned. We are 
doing nothing of the kind. This Bill 
gives effect to a convention which his 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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Majesty’s Government have entered into. 
All the Bill does is to lay down certain 
propositions to which Parliament have 
assented, and asks the permanent Com- 
mission to decide whether those condi- 
tions are being carried out by the several 
countries concerned. Lord Tweedmouth 
asked whether a preferential railway rate 
would be a bounty. That is one of the 
things which the permanent Commission 
will be called upon to examine and 
decide. 


EarL SPENCER: I quite admit that. 
My contention was that if certain coun 
tries produced sugar by bounty we should 
be bound to meet it by countervailing 
duties. 


*THe Eart or ONSLOW: The Com- 
mission are a jury, not judges, and will 
have to decide on a question of fact. The 
Convention gives power to each of the 
contracting parties to prohibit the im- 
portation of bounty-fed sugar, but it will 
be in the competence of Parliament, in- 
stead of prohibiting the importation of 
sugar from a bounty-giving country, to 
impose countervailing duties. If at any 
time since bounties came into existence 
this country had possessed the revolver 
which the noble Marquess has asked for, 
and had been able to impose countervail- 
ing duties, those bounties would not have 
lasted twenty-four hours. All the parties 
tu the Convention have agreed that the 
time has come when bounties should be 
removed, and the Government think that 
the least this country can do is to under- 
take to impose a penalty if any of them 
break the Convention. The Government 
do not lay great stress upon the advant- 
ages which will be derived by the refining 
industry in this country from prohibition 
or the imposition of countervailing duties 
on sugar. In the first place we do not 
believe it will ever be necessary to pro- 
hibit the importation of sugar, except 
possibly sugar from some countries such 
as Russia, whose exportation to England 
is trifling. We believe that, while the 
price of sugar will probably not rise higher 
than the average price during the last ten 
or twelve years, this Bill will prevent 
Germany and Austria, who were rapidly 
obtaining a monopoly of our market, from 
obtaining that monopoly and dictating to 
us what should be the price of sugar in 
this country. We believe that the Bill 
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will encourage the investment of capital | and that the Bill will restore real free 
in the West Indies, and that the result | trade. 
will be enormously to increase the growth | 


of sugar all over the world. 


that the price of sugar will 
rially increased, because it 


Halsbury, E. (LZ. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (ZL, President.) 


Norfolk, D. 
Argyll, D. 
Beaufort, D. 
Crafton, D. 
Marlborough, D. 
Northumberland, D, 
Portland, D. 
Wellington, D. . 


(EZ. Marsha’.) 


Abercorn, M. 
Camden, M. 
Lansdowne, M. 
Winchester, M. 
Zetland, M. 


(D. Abercorn.) 


Clarendon, E. (LZ. Chamberlain) 

Abingdon, E 

Bandon, E. 

Bathurst, E. 

Belmore, E. 

Camperdown, E. 

om E. 

Craven, E. 

Dartrey, E. 

de Montalt, E. 

Denbigh, E. 

Doncaster, E. (D. Buccleuch 
and Queensberry.) 

Drogheda, E 

Grey, E. 

Hardwicke, E. 

Howe, E. 

Malmesbury, E. 

Morley, E. 





Mount Edgeumbe, E. 


Ripon, M. 


Carrington, E. 
Crewe, E. 
Spencer, E. 





Hereford, L. Bp. 


Bill read 2* accordingly. 
negatived. 
read 3* and passed. 
LICENSING ACTS 
BILL. 


Bill read 3a (according to Order) with 


the Amendments. 


Then (Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. having been suspended), Bill 


(SCOTLAND) 
SOLIDATION AND AMENDMENT 


We believe | 


not be mate- | stand part of the Motion.” 
will be regu- | ships divided :—Contents, 
lated by the law of supply and demand, ' Contents, 16. 


CONTENTS. 


Onslow, E. 

Rosse, k. 

Selborne, E. 

Shrewsbury, E. 

Stamford, E. 

Stanhope, E. 

Vane, (M. Londonderry.) 
Waldegrave, E. [Tedler.] 
Westmeath, E. 


Churchill, V. [TZedler ] 


Cruss, 


Allerton, L. 

Alverstone, L. 

Annally, L, 

Ardilaun, L. 

Ashbourne, L. 

Ashcombe, L. 

Balfour, L. 

Barrymore, L. 

Bateman, L. 

Belhaven and Stenton, L. 
Belper, L 

Braybrooke, L. 

Burnham, L. 

Burton, L. 

Carysfort, L. (E. Curysfort.) 
Castlemaine, L. 
Clements, L. (£. Leitrim.) 
Clonbrock, L. 

Cloneurry, L. 

Colchester, L. 

Cottesloe, L. 

De Freyne, L. 

Digby, L. 

Dunalley, L. 

Dunboyne, L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
Boyle, L.(£. Cork and Orrery.) 
Burghelere, L. 

Denman, L. [7Zeller.] 

Emly, L. 
Farrer, L. 
Ribblesdale, L. [ Zeller.] 
Sandhurst, L. 


Committee 


CON- 


mittee. 








On Question, “That the word now 


Their Lord- 
108; Not- 


Ellenborough, L. 

Farquhar, L. 

Fermanagh, L. (£. Erne.) 
Fingall, (ZB. Fingall.) 
Gage, L. (V. Gage.) 
Glanusk, L. 

Grey de Ruthyn, L. 
Hatherton, L. 
Inchiguin, L. 
heangls, L. 
Kenyon, L. 
Kilmaine, L. 
Kintore, L. 
Langford, L. 
Lawrence, L. 
Leconfield, L. 
Macnaghten, L. 

Massy, L. 

Meldrum, L. (M. Huntly.) 
Meredyth, L. (L. Athlumney.) 
Monck, L. (V. Monck.) 
Montagu of Beaulieu, L. 
Oranmore and Browne, L. 
Rathdonnell, L. 

Rayleigh, L. 
Rede-dale, L. 
Rossmore, L. 
Rothschild, L. 
Silchester, L. 
Suffield, L. 
Trevor, L 
Tyrone, L. 
Ventry, L. 
Wenlock, L. 
Windsor, L. 
Wolverton, L. 

Worlingham, L. (£. Gosford.) 
Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 


(E. Kintore.) 


(E Longford.) 


(M. Waterford.) 


Saye and Sele, L. 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Wandsworth, L. 
Welby, L. 


Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrour of BurLgicH): I have a 
large number of Amendments to move to 
this Bill, but with one or two exceptions 
they are of an entirely drafting character. 
Many of them have been necessitated by 
the great number of changes that were 
made in the Bill in the Standing Com- 
I have very carefully considered 
the Amendments, and can assure your 
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Lordships that with a very few exceptions 
they are, as I have said, of a formal 
nature. One of the Amendments is in 
pursuance of a promise I gave to my 
noble friend, Lord Camperdown, to allow 
Members representing boroughs on the 
County Council to vote for the constitu- 
tion of the Appeal Courts. There is also 
an Amendment in the second schedule to 
add the Burgh of Haddington, which has 
a population of 4,000. We propose to 
give it the privilege of retaining its own 
licensing Court the same as the other 
burghs of similar population. 

Further Amendments made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


579 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order). 


THe Eart oF ARRAN said the first 
Amendment standing in his name had 
been put down with the object of pro- 
testing against what was really an in- 
justice to the owners of many estates. It 
was laid down in the Bill as it now stood 
that all estates, the rents of which had 
been fixed before the year 1896, should 
be treated under Sub-section ()) of Clause 
1 of the Bill. That meant that the 
highest percentage—20 per cent.—must 
be given on every rent on those estates 
which were sold under the provisions of 
the Bill. It was an injustice to include 
all estates, the rents of which were fixed 
before 1896, because from 1885, as could 
be proved by reference to the Cowper 
Commission in fixing rents, the great fall 
in agricultural prices was taken into full 
consideration. In the year 1886, rents 
were reduced 24°1 per cent ; in 1887 they 
were reduced 31:3 per cent. ; and in 1888 
28°3 per cent. That showed that ample 
consideration was taken for the fall in 
prices. He did not bring the Amend- 
ment forward with any hope that the 
Government would accept it ; but as a 
strong protest against what he believed to 
be a great injustice under the Bill. 

Amendment moved— 

‘In page 1, lines 17 and 18, to leave out the 
words ‘ passing of the Act of 1896’ and to insert 


‘Ist day of January, 1886.’”—(Zhe Earl of 
Arran.) 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
The noble Earl has admitted that he has 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 





Land Bill. 580 


moved this Amendment without any ex. 
pectation that it can be accepted by the 
Government, and therefore it is hardly 
necessary that I should detain your 
Lordships at any length upon it. The 
noble Earl did not move the Amendment 
in Committee, and I did not understand 
that it was going to be moved on Report, 
The noble Barl must be aware that the 
Amendment would entirely alter and 
revolutionise the whole basis upon which 
the proposals of this Bill have been made, 
The date 1896 was taken for two reasons, 
Firstly, it was the fifteenth year after the 
Act of 1881 had been passed, when a 
second revision of rents became necessary. 
[t was also the date of an amending Act 
of Parliament which introduced many 
important and essential changes into the 
mode by which a fair rent was arrived at. 
Many of those Amendments were intro- 
duced by the desire of the landlords 
themselves, including one which, I 
recollect, led to a great deal of discussion 
in this House—I refer to the introduction 
of what was called the Pink Schedule; 
and 1896 must be accepted as the year 
at which a serious attempt was made for 
the first time to lay down the scientific 
principles upon which a fair rent can be 
based. The whole of the discussions on 
this Bill have proceeded in the other 
House, and, so far, also in this House, on 
the basis that second-term rents should 
be held to be those which had been fixed 
after 1896, and it really would be an 
unwarrantable waste of time if we were 
to attempt at this stage in our proceedings 
to go back on that date. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THe Eart or BELMORE had an 
Amendment on Clause 3, which provides 
that where the owner of an estate has 
entered into agreements under the Land 
Purchase Acts, for the sale to persons 
other than the Land Commission, of the 
estate, the Commission may purchase from 
him any demesne or other land in his 
occupation and adjacent to, or in the 
neighbourhood of, the estate, at the sell- 
ing value of that land, and in such case 
may resell the whole or any portion of 
that land to him. 

He moved to leave out the words “and 
adjacent to, or in the neighbourhood of, 
the estate.” In all the speeches 
he had made, and the votes he 
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had given, he had attempted to 
keep within the spirit of the Bill and to 
respect the compact which he understood 
had been made between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Irish Members in 
the House of Commons. He did not 
think his Amendment attacked that com- 
pact in any way. He had read that day 
that a great deal of disappointment had 
been experienced by their friends in 
Ireland with regard to the small amount 
of improvement in the Bill from their 
point of view which they had been able 
to effect. He confessed they had not 
obtained many concessions, but they had 
secured some alterations with regard to 
procedure which were valuable. When 
the Bill was introduced one of the boons 
offered by Mr. Wyndham to the Irish 
landlords was that they would be allowed, 
if they chose, to sell their demesnes to 
the new Estates Commissioners and buy 
them back again by means of an advance 
made to them at 3} per cent. for a num- 
ber of years ; but when the Bill appeared 
they found that this privilege was very 
largely restricted. There were a great 
many demesnes which were not attached 
tothe estates of the owners. The result 
ot the clause as it stood would be that 
many landlords, whose demesnes were 
not in the neighbourhood of their 
estates, would be unable to take 
advantage of its provisions. He 
now came to the main Treasury 
objection. The Treasury, as he under- 
stood, thought they saved money by this ; 
but since the debate the other night a 
Return had been furnished which he had 
moved for last month, showing the total 
advances made since 1870 and the repay- 
wents under the whole of the Land Acts 
ince 1870. That Return was only cireu- 
lted on Saturday, and he found from it 
that in the thirty-three years that had 
elapsed since 1870 the total advances had 
been £23,000,000 odd ‘ of which 
£3,000,000 had been repaid. In making 
this Return the authorities had done some- 
thing for which he had not asked. They 
had divided the advances into four separ- 
ate heads. They had taken the advances 
under Mr. Gladstone’s Act of 1870, where 
the advances were small; the advances 
under the Act of 1881 which were not 
much larger. But when they came to 
vhat they call the Ashbourne Acts of 
1885 he found the inerease very con- 
siderable, and for the series of years 
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between 1885 and 1891, advances were 
made at a considerably larger rate 
than they had been since. Speaking on 
the Second Reading of the Bill he had 
stated that it was impossible to get more 
than £1,000,000 worth of land 
through the land Court in one year owing 
to the searches. He found from this re- 
port that he was mistaken, because under 
this Act they had succeeded in getting 
£1,500,000 worth through, and this might 
be extended to £2,000,000, but even then 
it would take fifty years to get this 
£100,000,000 spent. He hoped the 
Government would be able to get them 
out of that difficulty. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 3, line 24, to leave out the words 
‘and adjacent to or in the neighbourhood of 
the estate.’ ”—(7he Earl of Belmore.) 


Lorp CLONCURRY said all must be 
well aware of the importance of this 
Amendment. For some hundreds of yeurs 
numerous landlords had taken up their 
residence within what was called the 
“ pale,” and although they no doubt did so 
principally for safety, they did not at the 
same time relinquish the ownership in 
their tenanted land in the western and 
southern counties of Ireland. If these 
objectionable words were allowed to re- 
main in the clause these landlords would 
be excluded from the benefit offered by 
the clause, and sointense would be the feel- 
ing of resentment against such an injustice 
that he knew several landlords who would 
postpone the sale of their lands until these 
words were struck out. He submitted 
that this benefit should be given to the 
landlords, and that these words should be 
struck out. 


Tue Eart or CREWE said he under- 
stood the interpretation put upon the 
clause, as it stood, by Lord Belmore and 
other speakers, was that the Land Com- 
mission could only purchase the demesne 
of any landlord provided that that demesne 
was adjacent to, or in the neighbourhood 
of, an estate which was sold, and conse- 
quently a landowner with a demesne in 
the County of Kildare and an estate in 
Cork would be excluded from taking 
advantage of this clause. He would like 
to know if that was the right interpreta 
tion of the clause, because he had heard 
it stated that the demesne was not 








governed by the words “land adjacent 











583 Trish 


to or in the neighbourhood of the estate,” 
but that an entirely different i 
was placed upon tit. If the noble Lo 
was right in his contention then it was 
a considerable hardship to a landlord so 
situated, and an entirely unnecessary 
hardship. He could not understand how 
it could interfere with the working of the 
Act to allow a landlord having-a demesne 
which he wished to sell, to take advantage 
of this Clause 3. He thought the Govern- 
ment should accept this Amendment. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
believe the noble Earl behind me and the 
noble Earl opposite have quite clearly 
interpreted the effect of this clause. 
Under the clause when “the owner of an 
estate has entered into an agreement 
under the Act for a sale to persons other 
than the Land Commission, of the estate, 
the Land Commission may purchase from 
him any demesne or other land in his 
occupation adjacent to, or in the neigh- 
bourhood of the estate.” “The,” I 
understand, means that estate. I con- 
ceive, therefore, that the interpretation 
placed upon the clause is quite correct. 
As I said the other day, the Amendment 
that has been moved is one which we 
regard with a great deal of sympathy. 
The noble Earl opposite said he did not 
understand on what ground or principle 
it could be refused, and I am very much 
disposed to agree with him, but the ob- 
jection which the Treasury takes is that 
it may very much increase the amount 
which they are called upon to advance 
under this clause,and when they assented 
to this clause they did it with the object 
of providing that the demesne attach- 
ing to the estate, having been sold, the 
owner should be assisted to re-claim 
it. Although we view this Amend- 


ment with sympathy there has not 
been time to ascertain what view the 
Treasury will take on it when they 


have it placed before them, but I shall be 
happy to accept the noble Earl’s Amend- 
ment on the condition that I cannot 
guarantee as to what reception it will meet 
with in the House of Commons. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lorp DUNBOYNE said the next 


Amendment related to the same subject 
matter as the last. The object of this 


additional clause was to enable 
The Earl of Crewe. 
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dors who had scattered estates and who 
desired to purchase their demesne, to be 
able to do so, which the Bill as it now 
stood, did not permit. In the Bill, as it 
now stood, if an owner were to sell estate 
“ A” and subsequently desired to re-pur- 
chase his demesne “ B,” he would not he 
allowed to aggregate the two sums of pur- 
chase money, but could only take one 
third of the purchase money of the 
demesne, and therefore would not be al- 
lowed to take into account the money he 
had received for his other estate. The 
estates in the West of Ireland were very 
seattered, and it certainly did seem a 
great hardship, if, on estates sold to 
tenants at different times, the landlord 
should not be in a position to re-purchase 
his demesne, simply because the estates 
had been sold at different periods. The 
object of this Amendment was, that, not- 
withstanding the fact that the estates 
were sold at different periods, the money 
should be aggregated, so that the amount 
which the landlord would receive should 
be one-third of the total, not exceeding 
£20,000. The new clause which he 
now had the honour to move would, he 
thought, meet this point fairly and 
properly. He begged to move, 
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Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 6, after the word ‘it’ to 
insert as a new sub-section: ‘ (5) In estimating 
the amount which may be advanced under 
this section for the re-purchase by the vendor 
of any demesne or other land, and any mansion 
or dwelling-house or other buildings thereon, 
the Land Commission may take into account 
the aggregate amount of the purchase money 
of the holdings and other parcels of land sold 
by the same vendor or by his predecessors in 
title under this Act.’”—(Zord Dunboyne.) 


Lorp CLONBROCK said he would 
like to support what had fallen from his 
noble friend.. He hoped the Government 
would support the Amendment. He had 
very little to add to what had been said, 
the noble Lord having stated the facts 
fairly and well. Of course they would 
understand that with the best will in the 
world it would take a landlord a con 
siderable time to sell his property The 
matter would drag over a considerable 
number of years, if his estates were of 
composite character, that is a combination 
of several estates which could not always 
be sold together. What harm did this 
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except under the agreement of sale. It 








585 


seer 
was 

siti 
one 

excl 
obje 
men 


‘i 
afra 
bilit 
to ¢ 
I lo 
to t 
Dur 
ship 
cons 
bere 
embh 
grea 
one 
pur’ 
tive 
but 
hav 
whi 
fere 
offe 
the 
to | 
own 
facil 
able 
ver} 
enal 
amo 
ont 
enct 
of ir 
is ¢ 
man 
witl 
reco 
voic 
imp 
the 
sent 
will 
pert 
wou 
ther 








ld 


nd 


ing 
der 
dor 
ion 


unt 
ney 
old 


uld 
his 
ent 
had 
uid, 
ucts 
uld 
the 
0n- 
The 
ible 
of a 
pion 
‘ays 
this 
refit 

It 





585 Trish 


seemed very hard, because his property 
was not in the ring fence but was so 
situated that it could not be all sold at 
one time, that this provision should 
exclude him. He did not see that any 
objection could be made to the Amend- 
ment. 


Tue DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: I am 
afraid that there is not the smallest possi- 
bility that the Treasury will be induced 
to consent to this further extension, when 
I look at the concessions they have made 
tothe landlords in this respect. Lord 
Dunboyne said it was a very great hard- 
ship that this extension should not be 
considered. I think it must be remem- 
bered that the whole clause, and the Acts 
embodied in that clause, were a very 
great concession indeed to landlords, and 
one that is by no means necessary for the 
purposes of this Act. [t was not impera- 
tive that any concession should be given, 
but this is an attempt the Government 
have made to satisfy the resolution 
which was agreed upon by the Con- 
ference —that inducement should be 
offered to the landlords in Ireland, after 
the sale of their estates to the tenants, 
to reside there in occupation of their 
own houses and demesnes ; and in order to 
facilitate that, in order to assist and en- 
able them to do so, the Treasury made a 
very considerable concession which would 
enable landlords to pay off a considerable 
amountof the encumbrances which existed 
on their demesnes, and substitute for those 
encumbrances a far more moderate rate 
of interest. Such a concession as that, it 
is evident, must be limited if the de- 
mands upon the Treasury are to be kept 
within reasonable bounds ; and it must be 
recognised that the Treasury have some 
voice as to the limits it is necessary to 
impose in this concession. In regard to 
the former Amendment that I have con- 
sented to, I have said that the Treasury 
will possibly agree to it; but I am 
perfectly certain that this Amendment 
would be one which they would feel 
themselves justified in refusing. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


THE Eart or BELMORE said the 
next Amendment he had to move related 
to three different subjects ; therefore it 
would be better to take each subject 
separately. The first paragraph was one 
which explained itself, and if he was not 
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mistaken the Amendment left things in 
the same state as existed under the 
Land Act of 1881. If that was so he 
thought there could be no exception 
taken to it. He begged to move. 


Amendment moved-— 


‘In page 4, line 12, after the word ‘settle- 
ment’ to insert as a new sub-section the words 
‘(5.) Where any settled land is so purchased 
and re-sold to the vendor, or sold to such 
other person as aforesaid, it shall be free and 
discharged from all superior or intervening 
interests and encumbrances whatsoever, an 
from ail terms of years, powers, and other 
provisions for securing the same, and the same 
shall be transferred to the purchase money in 
like manner as immediately before the sale 
they attached to the said lands.’”—(7he Earl 
of Belmore.) 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I am 
advised that this is an Amendment which 
is absolutely unnecessary, and that the 
noble Lord has overlooked one eircum- 
stance, If the noble Lord will refer 
to Clause 16, very nearly at the bottom of 
page 10, he will find that Clause 16 states 
that, provided a vesting order shall be 
made, it shall be effectual to vest 
in the Commission the fee-simple of 
the land purchased subject to certain 
rights that ‘“‘save and as aforesaid and sub- 
ject to the provisions of this Act with 
respect to minerals discharged from 
the claims of all persons who are 
interested in the land, whether in 
respect of superior or intervening 
interests or encumbrances or other- 
wise,” I cannot go into the legal 
arguments. but I am advised that that 
clause makes the proposal of the noble 
Earl absolutely unnecessary. 


THE Eart oF BELMORE: [If that is 
the case I agree with the noble Duke 
that it is no use pressing the Amend- 
ment, and I withdraw it. 

Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
may say that the Sub-section 6 the 
noble Lord now propo’es to add can do 
no harm, and if he likes to move it we 
should accept it. 


THe EArt or BELMORE said he 
was advised that it was necessary, but 
as the Government were willing to accept 
he would not waste time by arguing the 
case. 
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Amendment moved— 





587 


‘In page 4, line 12, after the word ‘ settle- 
ment,’ to insert as a new sub-section the words 
*(6.) The said lands when re-sold, or sold 
as aforesaid, shall not be subject to the pro- 
visions of the Local Registration of Title Act, 
1891, relating to the tenure upon which such 
land shall be held,”—(The Earl of Belmore.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND said he did not wish to 
object to this clause, but there was 
some modification in the drafting which 


might be necessary, and if it could not be | 


dealt with now might it be put in at the 
Third Reading. 


Tak LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HALSBURY) said it was too late 
to put it in now, 


Lorp CLONBROCK said the Amend- | 
ment standing in his name applied to the | 
question of arrears, but only to a limited | 


extent, viz., in the case of a sale in the 
Land Judge’s Court. There were three 
ways in which land might be sold — 
first, in the Land Judge's 
secondly, to the Estates Commissioners ; 
thirdly, by direct agreement with the 
tenant. 


purchase of the land from the amount of 
arrears. At present, according to the 
Bill, there was merely a lump sum paid 
to the landlord, and he was none the 
wiser. He did not know what the value 
of the land was or what the amount of 
arrears was. This Amendment applied 
to the two other forms of sale which 
would come before the House on Clause 
18, when an Amendment would be moved 
by Lord,Belmore, and also on Clause 24 
in an Amendment to be moved. He did 
not know whether it would be con- 
venient to debate the whole question at 
present, because this Amendment only 
applied to a limited number and was not 
of the importance that the other Amend- 
ment, which would be moved by Lord 
Belmore, was. But the reason was the 
same. They considered that it would be 
far better for the landlord to know what 
he was receiving in respect of each case, 
what had been done in the case of arrears, 
and whether they had been collected ; 
that the account that was given should 
show the amount representing the value 
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Court, | 


The object of this Amendment | 
was to distinguish the amount paid for the | 
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of the land and that of the arrears. His 
Amendment merely provided for that, 
and he hoped it would be accepted. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 6, line 3, after the word ‘ offer’ to 
insert the words ‘ and the amount ot purchase 
money therefor.’ ” 
line 5, after the word ‘Com- 
| mission’ to insert the words ‘and the a:mount 
| of purchase money therefor.’ ” 
line 6, after the first word ‘the’ 





| to insert the word ‘total.’”—(Lerd Clon- 
brock. ) 
*THE LOKD CHANCELLOR or 


| IRELAND said his noble friend sug- 
_gested what might not be in order, 
| but what might be convenient, if he 
| desired to state his view, which was 
| that there should be a clear distinct line 
drawn between the price proper, as he 
would call it, and the price advanced in 
respect to the arrears. It was not deemed 
convenient to attempt that sub-division, 


| the bargains for the sale would be taken 
as a whole, and the landlord would know 
| what he was going to get. He would 
know when he would get one year’s 
arrears and no more, and he would him- 
self know what arrears were outstanding, 
and therefore would not be misled. He 
would know he was going to get, for in- 
stance, £5,000, a portion of which might 
‘and would be due to the amount 
of arrears, and he would know what that 
| portion was. Anything outside that, the 
landlord should take into account when 
making the bargain, when he would be 
able to say if it did not suit him. 
The view of the Government all 
through was that the parties dealing 
under this Act should consider the 
question as a whole. Any question of 
sub-division would only lead to doubt 
and confusion, and therefore he hoped 
the Amendment would not be pressed. 


LorpCLON BROCK said thatasthis was 
the same question as that which would be 
raised by the Amendment on Clause 
18, they attached great importance 
to it, therefore he must press this par- 
ticular Amendment. 


Tue Eart or BELMORE said he did 
not attach the importance to this Amend- 
ment that his noble friend attached to it. 
He thought Clause 18, dealing with 
the question later on in a different way, 
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was far more important, and he suggested 
tiat his noble friend should withdraw 
the Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Tue Duke oF ABERCORN said the 
Amendment which be now moved was 
the same as that which he moved on the 
Committee stage. He did not press it 
then, because the Government expressed 
an opinion that it was undesirable. 
Since then he had consulted with his 
friends and those for whom he acted, in 
whose opinion this Amendment if adopted 
would be of great advantage, because it 
would promote sales, which was one of 
the main objects of the Bill. He trusted 
that the Government having now con- 
sidered the Amendment would think it 
desirable to accept it. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Page 7., line 25, to leave out the words 
‘the foregoing provisions,’ and insert the words 
‘Subsection 1 of Section 1.—’(The Duke of Aber- 
corn. ) 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: The 
Government do not think it would be at 
all desirable to accept this Amendment, 
but as the landlords appear to attach a 
great deal of importance to it I do not 
say we shall go the length of negativing 
it. I may state again what seems to us 
to be the strong reason against the 
acceptance of this Amendment, and which 
we are strongly of opinion will probably 
prove fatal to it in the other House if it 
is passed. We believe that although the 
intention may be very different, the im- 
pression which may be conveyed would 
be that this Amendment was introduced 
for the purpose of enabling the landlord 
to get a larger price for his holding 
than that which the holding would secure, 
or for which the holdingwas good security. 
Our idea throughout the Bill has been 
that the Commissioners should satisfy 
themselves that on the advance to be made 
in respect of any holdings, the holdings 
themselves should be sutticient security. 
We think it better to adopt that plan. 
No exception can be taken to any advance 
if, it is such an advance as_ the 
Commissioners may satisfy themselves 
is right, but that impression would 
certainly not be produced by the adop- 
tion of this Amendment, if by 
the powers of retaining a guarantee 
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deposit the Commissioners might be in- 
duced to sanction an advance for which 
the holding itself did not offer adequate 
security. We cannot therefore say that 
we think such an Amendment would be 
desirable. On the contrary, we think it 
would interfere with the principle on 
which this Bill rests, but we are ready 
to allow it to go to the House of 
Commons, as it is insisted upon, with 
the almost confident belief that such a 
departure from the principle of the Bill 
will not be agreed to. 


THe Eart or BELMORE said -he 
might perhaps say a word upon this 
Amendment, because he could give an 
illustration of it which would give a 
totally different impression to that which 
the noble Duke had given. He knew 
of two cases in which the holdings 
would never have been sold at all except 
under the discretion which the Land Com- 
missioners had with regard to the guaran- 
tee deposit. In one case they said they 
did not think 20 per cent. guarantee was 
sufficient, but they said to the landlord if 
he would allow one-third instead of one- 
fifth to remain as a guarantee deposit, 
they would be glad to sanction the ad- 
vance. In the other case, which occurred 
in the county of Galway, the Commis- 
sioners said they would sanction the ad- 
vance to the tenants if the landlord would 
allow the whole of the purchase money to 
be retained as a guarantee deposit. He 
allowed it to remain, and if he had not 
his estate would not have been sold and 
he and his tenants would have been 
damnified. He hoped when the matter 
eame to be considered in the House of 
Commons they would consider those two 
cases. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord MACNAGHTEN - said the 
Amendment standing in his name was to 
get rid of the difficulty which he had 
mentioned to his noble friend the other 
night when he asked him the meaning of 
exclusive sporting rights. The Amend- 
ment was in the words his noble and 
learned friend then suggested. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 18, to leave out the words 
‘the exclusive ’ ; in line 14, after the tirst word 
‘rights’ toinsertthe words ‘exclusive of the 
tenant.’”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 
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*THoe MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE : 
I don’t think this Amendment alters the 
clause. 





Lorp MACNAGHTEN : Oh yes; the 
exclusive rights will not affect the person 
who has a concurrent right with the land- 
lord himself, exclusive of the tenant, if 
this Amendment is accepted. As I 
understand, this Bill does not seek to 
interfere with those rights. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THE EarL oF DONOUGHMORE said 
he moved the next Amendment in conse- 
quence of the ndble Marquess having told 
him that this matter would beconsidered on 
Report. This sub-section slightly differed 
from the one he moved in Committee, 
because, while it was intended to reserve 
the right to prosecute, it also included 
the right toenter This Amendment was 
to ensure that when the landlords had 
sold their lands to their tenants, but had 
retained exclusive sporting rights over 
those lands, that they should have a right 
to go into the Court and prosecute in case 
of trespass under the game laws. He 
had taken very eminent advice upon this 
subject, and he had been assured that all 
previous game laws were based on the 
relations between landlord and tenant. 
But this Bill had wiped out all this. 
If they had no right to prosecute it would 
be absolutely ridiculous that they should 
have sporting rights at all, because they 
would be unable to enforce them. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 

* After Sub-section 3, in Clause 13, to 
insert as a new sub-section the words : 
‘(2) Where a sale has taken place under the 
Land Purchase Acts of holdings or an estate, 
and the purchase agreement provides that the 
sporting rights shall belong to the vendor, or 
where the sporting rights vest in the Land 
Commission under this Act, there shall be 
vested in the vendor or the Land Commission, 
and their respective successors and assigns, the 
right to prosecute —— in pursuit of 
vame or fish thereon, as fully and effectually as 
if they were the legal occupier of the land, and 
for all such purposes they shall be deemed to 
be such occupier. ”—(Zhe Earl of Donough- 
more.) 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE 
said he understood there was some doubt 
attaching to the law. The Government 
were pertectly content to accept the prin- 
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ciple for which the noble Lord contended, 
but they did not consider that the words 
they were asked to accept met the case, 
and they therefore proposed an alternative 
Amendment, which would read thus— 
- Any person authorised by or in pursuance 
of the last preceding sub-section to enter on 
land for the pu of exercising sporting 
rights shall have the same authority to prose. 
cute for trespass in pursuit of game or fish as 
if he were the owner of that land.” 
He thought that would meet the view of 
the noble Lord. 
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Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


‘* After Sub-section 3, in Clause 13, to insert 
as a new sub-section the words: ‘(2) An 
eerie authorised by or in pursuance of the 
ast preceding sub-section to enter on land for 
the purpose of exercising sporting rights shall 
have the same authority to prosecute for tres. 
pass in pursuit of game or fish as if he were the 
owner of that land.?”—(Zhe Marquess of 
Lansdowne.) ‘ 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
said he had re-drafted this Amendment 
since the Committee stage in consequence 
of the suggestion of the Lord Chancellor, 
and he now begged to move it. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 9, line 20, after the word ‘ Com- 
missioners,’ to insert as a new Sub-section the 
words: ‘(2) Where those Commissioners refuse to 
consent to the vesting of any such monument 
in them, the Land Commission may, with the 
consent of the Council of the County within 
which the monument is situate, make an order 
vesting the monument in that Council, and 
Sub-section 2 of Section 19 of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, shall thereupon 
apply.’ —(Lord Monteagle of Brandon.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart OF BELMORE said he had 
been asked to move the next Amend- 
ment, which had been put down !in 
the name of Lord Clonbrock. The 
noble Lord when he moved a_ similar 
Amendment on the Committee stage of 
the Bill did not succeed in obtaining the 
support of the Government, and there- 
fore it had been thought better that on 
this occasion somebody else should 
argue again. Those were the circum- 
stances under which Lord Clonbrock 
had asked him to move this Amendment, 
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and he now asked the indulgence of the 
House while he attempted to do so. It 
was very technical. The Lord Chan- 
cellor speaking on Clause 6 had clearly 
indicated what were the intentions of 
the Government with regard to what 
were called arrears, but which were really 
uncollected rents, under the different 
modes of purchase. The noble Lord 
said in effect that they got a proper 
price for their land, and in addition to 
that there should be added to the pur- 
chase money an amount equal to one 
year’s rent for the arrears of uncollected 
rent, and that all other uncollected rent 
they would have to forego. Translated 
into plain English it meant that the land- 
lord was to get the price of the estate 
and the tenant was to be absolved from 
the necessity of paying more than one 
years rent. He was not to pay it in 
cash, the Land Commissioners were 
going to lend him the amount to be 
repaid over a long period. What they 
feared was that, in making the calcu- 
lation, this matter of arrears would not be 
kept in mind, and to usea proverbial 
expression, in getting one year’s rents 
they would be like the dog who was fed 
on a bit of his owntail. They would 
only get the value of the land, and the 
remainder-man, the tenant for life, would 
get a year’s rent not paid over to the 
landlord. There was a great deal of 
difference on this subject. The noble 
Lord, when he asked him to consider 
the matter, advised him to speak to 
somebody else who advised the Govern- 
ment, and who gave the same opinion 
which the noble Lord Chancellor had 
given just now; but other persons 
whose advice he had taken on the 
matter took a different view altogether, 
and their opinion was that this would 
result in the landlords losing a sum of 
money amounting, possibly, in the aggre- 
gate, to about £70,000,000, and more 
than half their rents would be involved 
under a subsequent section of the Bill. 
He wanted this matter to be perfectly 
clear. They asked no favour of the 
Government; they only asked that they 
should get their arrears of rents as 
promised. 


It must be remembered that the 
rent did not go entirely into the 
pocket of the landlord; that it was 
subject to charges and jointures, and it 


VOL. CXXVII. [FourtH Series. ] 


{10 AueusT 1903} 





Land Bill, 


was so mixed up with the purchase 
money that it might be in Court for a 
considerable period, subject to the pay- 
ment of interest to the tenant for life, 
and, in that case, how were the 
jointures and charges on that particular 
part to be met? As Lord Clonbrock 
had said, there were three ways of selling 
land under this Bill. One was threugh 
Judge Ross’s Court, of which he had had 
no experience for many years,and as to 
which he did not say anything. He had 
had experience of the other methods, 
but before he explained what happened 
with regard to a sale made direct to the 
tenant, perhaps he might be allowed to 
read a letter received by him a few 
days ago from a very experienced 
solicitor in the North of Ireland, who 
had conducted sales for him in Tyrone 
and other places— 

“ My Lord, 

“T have just gone through the new 
Irish Land Bill as amended in Committee, 
and I wish to direct your attention to the 
unfair position in which landlords are placed 
who sell direct to their tenants, with respect to 
arrears of rent. You will observe that by 
Section 7 of the Act, the Land Commission 
can buy up the arrears of rent, and by Sub- 
section 5 they are entitled to have the arrears 
vested in them with the right of collecting the 
same, and by Section 18 the arrears of rent 
bought can be recoverable as instalments, but 
if the landlord sells direct to the tenants, he is 
limited as to _— by the first section, and he 
is not allowed to recover any arrears at all. 
No doubt under Section -24, Sub-section 7, a 
sum not exceeding one year’s rent may be 
paid to him out of the purchase money, but 
that simply means that he loses a year’s rent 
on the arrears, because he is limited as regards 
the purchase-money by the first section; in 
fact, the arrears are paid out of his own 
pocket. This latter sub-section should be 
modified by enabling the landlord to recover 
arrears of rent notwithstanding the agreement 
to purchase, to an amount not exceeding one 
year’s rent.” 


Having read the letter, which he 
thought put the matter very clearly, he 
would explain what happened when a 
sale direct to the tenant was made. 
First of all the landlord agreed with hie 
tenant as to the price the tenant was 
going to give; the agreement was then 
prepared ona Land Commission form 
which had to be filled up and sent for 
approval, but before it was signed and 
sent up, there must be stated in it that 
all unpaid rents, including the broken 
gale, was paid by the tenant. The in- 
terest on the purchase money ran from 
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the date of the agreement, and on that 
the landlord would lose the interest on 
the amount he would have received from 
the tenant by way of rent. If a landlord 
sold to the Land Commissioners under 
this Bill what would immediately happen 
would be that he would go to the Land 
Commissioners, who would give him a 
form, and to that a schedule of the 
rents must be attached, and the land- 
lord would ask them what they would 
give him for it after they had looked 
into the matter and seen what the pro- 
perty was worth. He was afraid that 
the looking into the matter would take 
a considerable me, and during that 
time the landlords were afraid the Land 
Commissioners might say: “You must not 
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collect any more rents, because we are 
looking at this on the basis that no) 
more rent will be paid.” Rent would be | 
then difficult to collect. Honest tenants | 
would come and pay, but “ processing ” | 
tenants took a long time, and if a land- 
lord wished to evict a tenant he could 
not issue process against the tenant 
unless he was owing a year’s rent. The 
landlords were therefore afraid they 
would get into a hideous mess in about 
a year from the passing of this Act, if 
this clause was not made perfectly plain. 
That was the reason he now moved this 
Amendment, which only asked that the 
landlords should get their own. 





Amendment moved— 


‘In page 12, line 4, after the word ‘ holdings 
to insert the words ‘(2) The value of such arrears 
of rent, if not agreed upon between the vendor 
and the Land Commission, shall be fixed by the 
Judicial Commissioner, and shall be paid by the 
Land Commission to the vendor over and above 
the — money of the lands.’ ”—(The Earl 
of Belmore.) 


*Tur Lorp CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said the Amendment had been 
moved with great clearness, but the 
Amendment was in the following words— 

“The value of such arrears of rent, if not 
agreed upon between the vendor and the Land 
Commission, shall be fixed by the Judicial 
Commissioner, and shall be paid by the 
Land Commission to the vendor over and 
above the purchase money of the lands.” 


Those words were perfectly clear and 
distinct and intelligible. It was an 


The Earl of Belmore. 
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Amendment to Clause 18, and Clause 18 
said— 

‘*The rents and profits of any land agreed to 
be eneg en by the Land Commission, together 
with any interest under Section 35 of the Act 
of 1896, and, subject to the provisions of this 
section, any arrears of rent due at the date of 
the purchase agreement, and not remitted by 
the Commission, shall from the date of the 
agreement be payable to and recoverable by 
the Commission in like manner as if they were 
instalments of purchase annuities charged upon 
holdings.” 2 


That was equally clear. It was clear 
from that that when the Land Commission 
became the purchasers of land they were 
entitled to rents, profits and arrears, 
The Amendment proposed said: “ No, 
you may be owners of rents and profits 
but not of arrears. ‘he value of those 
arrears is to be ascertained by the Judicial 
Commissioner, who isalready over-worked, 
and when it is ascertained it shall be paid 
by the Land Commission to the landlord 
over and above the price of the land.” 
He thought that was _ unreasonable. 
Under this Bill the landlord was given a 
right under the clause to get arrears up to 
twelve months, but this Amendment pro- 
posed that he should have the value of 
the whole of the arrears measured and 
assessed, 


THE Eart oF BELMORE said that 
they neither expected nor asked for what 
the noble and learned Lord appeared to 
think they did. All they asked was that 
the uncollected rents, which in this Bill 
were called arrears, but which were really 
uncollected rents, should not be lost 


sight of. 


*THeE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said if that was the case the 
drafting of this Amendment was most 
infelicitous, because under the clause 
the arrears were to become the property 
of the Land Commissioner. The 
Amendment was applied to that, and 
the Amendment said “the value of 
such arrears.” It was all referential. 
That was a clear and intelligible pro- 
position, which could not be accepted. 
His noble friend, who was so learned on 
this subject, had not discussed the 
Amendment, but something in his own 
mind, which was an entirely different 
matter. He did not know whether he 
would be in order—— 
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Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I am | 
afraid you are out of order. 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR oF 
{RELAND: I have not spoken twice. 


Ta—E LORD CHANCELLOR: Yes, you 


have. 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND said he _ had been _inter- 
tupted, and submitted that if, when 


addressing the House, a_ speaker 
was interrupted, and as a matter of 
courtesy sat down, when the interrup- 
tion had ceased and he resumed his 
speech he could not be held to be speak- 
ing a second time. However, he had 
not intended to bring his observations 
to a close at that point, and perhaps by 
the indulgence of the House he might 
be permitted to conclude what he desired 
to say. Hesubmitted that the words of 
the Amendment were intended to 
govern the words of the clause, which 
were that the rents, profits, and arrears 
should be the property of the Land 
Commissioners, and that being so, the 
Amendment was to the last degree un- 
reasonable. Suppose a bargain had been 
mide with the full knowledge that there 
were three years arrears, and the Land 
Commissioners had become the owners of 
the land, it would be most unreasonable 
to come there and say that the Land 
Commissioners should assess the value of 
those arrears and add it to the purchase 
money. The Government could not 
accept the Amendment. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said it was 
little use his asking a Question to 
which the noble and learned Lord 
could not reply, but what seemed clear | 
to him was that the noble and learned 
Lord had overlooked the hanging gale, 
which could only be described by the word 
arrears. Therefore there must be a dis- 
tinction drawn between the old arrears 
and the money due to the landlord, but 
not enforced under the hanging gale. That 
was what the noble Lord wished to have 
paid. With regard to the old arrears 
they were either worth something, or | 
they were worth nothing, and all they 
asked was that whatever they were | 
worth should be paid by the Land Com- 
missioners to the landlord. The Land | 
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Commissioners had got the land and if the 
arrears were worth anything they should 
be paid as well as the value of the land. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE 
said that as he understood the noble Lord’s 
proposal, it would work in this way. The 


‘landlord received, to begin with, the pur- 


chase money ; he also received the bonus, 
and he was also entitled to one year’s 
arrears out of the purchase price, but 
it was now proposed that, in addition 
to all that, the landlord was to be entitled 
to claim through the Land Commissioners 
a still further sum on account of arrears. 
If there were outstanding arrears which 


were recoverable, would it not be 
reasonable that the landlord should 
come to an arrangement with his 


tenants before the sale, and make a 
special bargain with regard to those 
arrears? If the tenant could not find 
the money, would not the matter be met 
by the landlord taking those arrears 
into consideration in fixing the purchase 
money. He thought the Amendment 
was of doubtful policy. It was hardly wise 
in his opinion to entrust the Land Com- 
missioners with the duty of collecting 
these old arrears. 


*THE EARL OF DONOUGHMORE ad- 
mitted that he was becoming hopelessly 
mixed in this matter, but said, so far as he 
could see, the position was this: Hither- 
to, where purchase had not been carried 
out by direct agreement with the 
tenants, that was to say, where it was 
carried out through the Land Judge, or 
through the Land Commissioners, it had 
been absolutely impossible for the land- 
lord to say what amount had been received 
for arrears, and how much he had received 
for his land. They had received a lump 
sum, and had been unable to distinguish 
what was paid for arrears and what was 
paid for the property they had sold. The 
Government wanted to continue the 
practice, but the landlords wanted the 
moneys ear-marked. They wanted to 
know what they were getting, not from 
any motive of wicked or youthful curi- 
osity, but because it was necessary to 
know in the settlement of arrears, how 
much of the settlement belonged to the 
remainder-men. Clause 6 of the Bill 
was the clause that authorised the Land 


‘Commission to carry out these sales 


They could not give one halfpenny for 
X 2 
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the arrears, because under the clause 
they had no authority todo so. Prob- 
ably, as had often been the reply of the 
Government, they did get a year's 
arrears. It was perfectly true that one 
year’s arrears was taken out of the 
purchase money and put into the ven- 
dor’s pocket, but the Commission had 
not collected a year's arrears and added 
them on to the purchase money, which 
was what they wanted. Their idea was 
that the Land Commission would force 
every tenant to give an extra year’s 
purchase and hand the whole thing 
over to the landlords, but Clause 6 gave 
no power whatever to do that. He sub- 
mitted the proper thing to do was for 
the Land Commission to value the 
arrears, and to give so much for the 
arrears and so much for the land. By 
Section 35 of the Act of 1896, the vendor 
was forbidden to collect arrears after 
sale. In the present case the vendor 
would be the Land Commission. There- 
fore if that section was unrepealed, he 
contended the Land Commission did not 
intend to collect a half-penny of arrears 
because they could not collect them after 
sale, and it was not suggested that they 
should hang up the sales while they 
engaged in as fine a land war as had ever 
taken place. To sum up he would say 
that there was no such a power under 
Clause 6, and that there ought to be such 
a power; and that in the year’s rental 
that was to be taken there would not be 
a ha’p’orth of arrears. 


He would just instance the pro- 
cedure in one particular case, because 
this was most important. The House 
would imagine a landlord had sold to 
the Land Commission. By Sub-section 
2 the moment he had signed his agree- 
ment with the Commission he would begin 
to receive 34 per cent. on the purchase 
money at once. If the sale should fail, 
as he presumed it might, by the title prov- 
ing defective—and he could not imagine 
any other reason why the sale should fail— 
what would happen? After the Commis- 
sion had signed anagreement with the land- 
lord to purchase from him, the procedure 
ordered, in case the sale failed, that an 
account should be rendered to the Com- 
missioners, that the landlord must return 
the 34 per cent. he has received, and he is 
reinstated in his estate. Let them 
assume that the sale did fail. In that 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 
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case the landlord had to repay the 3} 
per cent., and the Commission _re- 
instated him in the right to collect these 
arrears which he claimed they had 
practically remitted while they had the 
estate, so that the landlord would not get 
a penny of them. It might be said the 
Land Commission could not remit a 
ha’porth of arrears during the time the 
estate vested in them. It was true they 
could not sign a legal document to do so, 
but Section 35 of the Act of 1896 pro- 
vided that no proceedings should be taken 
for the recovery of arrears pending the 
carrying out of any sale. Therefore, for 
the time that the arrears were vested in 
the Land Commission before the sale fell 
through, the tenant knew he was not 
going to be worried about the arrears, 
and when a man once began to think he 
did not. owe money it was a very difficult 
matter to persuade him that he did. 
Section 18 over-rode Sub-section 35 of the 
Act of 1896, but the operation of this 
Bill would be guided by the Act of 1896. 
For what had been engrained into the 
minds of the people by nine years 
custom and use could not be smoothly 
set aside by a stroke of the pen. 
The landlord having sold to the Land 
Commission, the Commission would have 
gone down to the tenants to find out 
what price they were likely to get from 
them when they sold the holdings to 
them, and the tenants would have dis- 
cussed the prospect of these arrears being 
remitted. The whole matter would have 
been talked over from end to end of the 
district and become engrafted in the 
people’s minds, and then what would 
happen? It would be inevitable that 
when the landlord got back the right to 
collect these areas he would have abso- 
lutely lost them. 


Three thoughts came into his min¢ 
as to the intention of the Governmen‘ 
in the working out of the scheme, 
and he did not like any of the 
three. Either they intended to collect 
the arrears and get them out of the 
purchase money, or else they intended 
not to collect them and embody them 
in the purchase money, or else they 
intended not to collect them and not to 
take them out of the purchase-money. 
And that was most likely. The person 
who would get done was the remainder. 
man and as this question affected 
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hundreds and thousands in Ireland, they 
would not be doing their duty in this 
House if they did not make an emphatic 
protest against all these arrears being 
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Question put, “That those words be 
there inserted.” 











dropped and being taken out of the 


landlords’ pockets. 


The House divided :—Contents, 50; 
Not-Contents, 56. 
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THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: In the 
Committee stage of this Bill the noble 
Lord the Duke of Abercorn obtained the 
insertion of words at the end of Sub- 
section 1 of Clause 23, to this effect— 

«Provided that any person aggrieved by 
any decision of an Estates Commissioner 
sitting alone, may require his case to be re- 
considered by the three Estates Commissioners 
sitting together, and any person interested 
may require that any question of law shall be 
referred for the decision of a Judicial Com- 
missioner.” 


Since the Committee stage there has been 
some communication between the noble 
Duke and the advisers of the Govern- 
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ment, and a modification of his Amend- 
ment has been suggested to which I 
believe he assents. The modification 
will be to substitute for the words I have 
read the following— 

“ Providing that any question of law may, 
f the Estates Commissioners think fit, and 
shall, on the application of any person in- 
terested, be referred to the decision of the 
Judicial Commissioner, unless the Estates 
Commissioners certify in writing that the 
application is frivolous.” 
It will be necessary to insert the further 
provision— 

“That any person aggrieved by any refusal 
of the Commissioners to so refer any such 
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question, may in the manner prescribed by 
rules of Court and within the time prescribed 
by the Judicial Commissioner apply to the High 
Court or any Judge thereof = an order re- 
quiring the Commissioners to so refer the 
question, and the decision of the High Court 
rs Judge upon any such application shall be 
nal,” 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 13, line 38, after the word ‘ that’ to 
leave out to the endof thesub-section,and insert 
the words, ‘Provided that any question of law 
may, if the Estates Commissioners think fit, 
and shall, on the application of any person 
interested, be referred to the decision of the 
Judicial Commissioner unless the Estates 
Commissioners certify in writing that the 
application is frivolous.”” — (Zhe Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved—— 


“To insert at end of last Amendment the 
words ‘Any personaggrieved by any refusal of the 
ommissioners to so refer any such question, 
may in the manner prescribed by rules of Court 
and within the time precribed by the Judicial 
Commissioner apply to the High Court or any 
Judge thereof for an order requiring the 
Commissioners so to refer the question, and the 
decision of the High Court.or Judge upon any 
such application shall be final.’”—(Zhe Duke 
of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
understand that the Earl of Mayo does 
not move the Amendment standing in 
his name on this clause, but we propose 
to insert instead of that another Amend- 
ment of which notice has not been given— 
namely, “on page 14, line 42, we propose 
to leave out the words ‘agents or 
solicitors’ and insert ‘land agents, 
solicitors, or land clerks.’” 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 42, to leave out the words, 
agents or solicitors, ’ and insert the words ‘ land 
agents, solicitors, or land clerks.’”—(7he Duke 
of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: The 
last Amendment, I believe, is only a 
verbal one of which I have given notice. 
It is on page 15, line 2, after “nomination” 
insert “ may be negotiated.” 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 15, line 2, after the word ‘ nomina- 
tion’ to insert the words ‘may be nego- 
tiated.’”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed co. 


*THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE said 
the next Amendment stood in his name, 
and he begged to move it, but he hoped 
he would be allowed to add certain words. 
The Amendment, as put down, read as. 
follows— 


‘* Where in the case of the sale of an estate: 
to persons other than the Land Commission an 
agent has been employed by the vendor to 
negotiatethe sale, suchsum asmay besanctioned 
by the Estates Commissioners may be paid to 
that agent out of the purchase money as part 
of the cost connected with the sale. For the 
purposes of this sub-section ‘vendor’ shall 
include the limited owner or a trustee.” 


The alteration he wished to make was, 
after the second “may” to add “ with 
the consent of such vendor.” This would 
give them a power of which he thought no 
landlord, in their Lordships’ House or out 
of it, would not be most glad if they could 
see their way to give it. It gave the 
landlord a chance of remunerating a class. 
of men who were unique in the world, and 
who had done yeoman service for their 
employers. The position of an agent in 
Ireland was, as noble Lords who knew 
anything about the matter would agree, 
undoubtedly different to that of 
an agent anywhere else, for the reason 
that owing to the extremely complicated 
nature of their land system they were 
most highly-trained specialists. He had 
no experience of a large estate in England, 
but he believed that an agent in England 
had really to be a good financial man, one 
who could keep good accounts, and that 
nothing more was needed, although of 
course there were other qualities which 
were desirable. But in Ireland the agent 
had to be a highly-trained specialist in 
the land laws of the country, and if the 
Bill worked, as they all hoped it would 
work, these men would be absolutely 
thrown out ofemployment. They wanted 
the opportunity of compensating them. 


He could assure their Lordships that the 


bonus was not enough, because all the 
estates did not get the bonus. He ad- 
mitted that it was a slight alteration of 
the Settled Lands Act, but he would 
plead with their Lordships that they were 
dealing with a very special case, and that 
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inno case out of Ireland could it be turned 


into a precedent. It had already been 
done in Ireland more than once, though 
they were not quite certain whether or 
not their course of action had been 
absolutely legal. The passing of this 
Amendment would absolutely satisfy the 
qualms of the most crusty trustee, and at 
the same time it would be a great boon 
to landlords in Ireland, for it would 
enable them to remunerate men who had 
served them faithfully and loyally for a 
long time. 


THE LORD CHANVELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: I would like to point out to my 
noble friend that with the general pur- 
port and body of the Amendment I 
entirely agree. I also agree with all 
that he has said about the land agents, 
who are a very deserving body and 
entitled to every sympathy and respect. 
But I suggest that the closing words of 
the Amendment might be a little 
dangerous. All through the Bill the 
word “vendor” does include limited 
owners or trustees, and to select this 
particular Amendment to say that, will 
be to cast some doubt upon other parts 
of the Bill. Would it not be better to 
leave out the last lines. The person 
responsible for drafting the Bill drew my 
attention to this matter, and I have no 
doubt that he is right. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said he thought 
it would be better if those lines were left 
out. 


*THE Eart OF DONOUGHMORE: I 
beg to accept the suggestion of the noble 
and learned Lord and will leave out from 
the Amendment the words “ for the pur 
pose of this sub-section” vendor “ shall 
include a limited owner or a trustee.” 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 15, line 6, after the word ‘Com- 
mission ’ to insert as a new sub-section the words 
‘(11) Where in the case of the sale of an estate to 
persons other than the Land Commission an 
agent has been employed by the vendor to 
negotiate the sale such sum as may be sanc- 
tioned by the Estates Commissioners may with 
the consent of such vendor be paid to that agent 
out of the purchase money as part of the costs 
connected with the sale.’”—(Zhe Earl of 
Donoughmore. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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THe EaRLor ARRAN said the Amend- 
ment which stood in his name on the 
Paper was one as to which he could not 
but feel a certain confidence that it 
would be accepted by the Government 
and would meet with the approval of the 
majority of their Lordships, because it 
provided equally for the interest of the 
tenant, the interest of the landlord, and 
the interest of the British taxpayer. 
Those of their Lordships who knew Ire- 
land well would recognise that there had 
been for a very long time an old accusa- 
tion made against the Government of 
Ireland on account of their secrecy, 
simply because there was not sufficient 
light thrown upon the dealings of their 
general policy. He had heard it de- 
scribed by prominent Nationali-ts asthe 
hole-and-corner policy of Dublin Castle. 
He could not but think that if this Bill 
was to work pacifically, and if it was 
to enjoy the confidence of all those 
affected by it, that all grounds for such 
an accusation should be removed. But 
he regretted to see that in the Bill not 
only were those grounds not removed 
but there remained much more serious 
grounds than existed before in previous 
measures for that old suspicion. Under 
Section 23 of the Bill, to which he would 
trouble their Lordships to turn, and 
under Sub-sections 7 andl 1 of that clause, 
it would be seen that under Sub-section 
7 certain regulations were not to be pub- 
lished, or atany ratethere was no provision 
to that effect, whereas the rules under 
Sub-section 11 were to be published. 
He believed it might be maintained that 
the reason why rules under Sub-section 
7 were not to be published was because 
they were departmental regulations ; 
whereas the rules under Sub-section 11, 
which were to be published, were rules 
affecting the general policy of the Bill. 
With all due deference he ventured to 
assert emphatically that it was just the 
other way about, and the reason why he 
thought so was that if they looked at 
Sub-section 11 they would see that the 
President of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland was to be consulted on 
matters affected thereby. He could not 
for the lifeof him see what the President 
of the Incorporated Law Society of Ire- 
land had to do with the general policy 


of this Act. If their Lordships read 
further they would see that these rules 
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should, among other things, provide 
for— 


‘*The making of such investigation and the 
performance of such other duties by the afore- 
said officers and persons as may be requisite 
and practicable, with a view to limiting the 
costs and expenses of persons applying to the 
Land Commission to purchase land in pursu- 
ance of those provisions, and the expression 
‘prescribed’ in those provisions means unless 
tae context otherwise requires prescribed by 
those rules.” 





These rules were surely not stamped 
as departmental regulations. But if they 
turned to Sub-section 7, which were 
supposed to be departmental regulations, 
what did they find ? The sub-section read 
as follows— 

“ The Estates Commissioners in carrying the 
foregoing provisions of this Act into effect shall 
be under the general contol of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant and shall act in accordance with such 
regulations as may be made by him from time 
to time.” 


What were the foregoing provisions of 
the Act ? They included under Clause 1, 
the fixing of prices ; under Clause 2, the 
dealing with evicted tenants, under 
Clause 3, the re-sale to an owner, under 
Clause 5, the sanction of advances in 
cases outside the zones ; under Clause 6, 
the purchase of estates by the Land 
Commission ; under Clause 7, the great 
question of the congested estates and the 
purchase from the Land Judge ; under 
Clause 13, provisions with regard to 
sporting and mineral rights. In fact, 
they contained the whole spirit of the 
purchase scheme. He would call their 
attention toone further thing which was 
absolutely in the interest of the tenants, 
namely, that Clause 19 contained a com- 
pulsory power declaring that unwilling 
tenants must become purchasers. He 
could not see how in the world it could 
be contended that these were depart- 
mental regulations. They dealt with the 
whole spirit of the Act and the most 
important parts of the Act. He would 
also call attention to the fact that the 
powers under these twenty-two fore- 
going clauses must be exercised ex- 
clusively by the Estates Commissioners. 
As the Bill now stood the whole of the 
working of that part, which was the 
most important part of the Bill, would 
therefore be in the hands of a secret 
despot. He had no doubt that he 
would be a benevolent despot, but 


he did not think that secret despotism 
The Earl of Arran. 
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of any kind had ever had any success 
in England, nor had it ever had any 
success in Ireland. He thought that 
proceedings under a measure of such vast 
importance as this, which dealt with such 
very great issues, should rather be made 
public and the full light of day thrown 
upon the general policy under which the 
measure was to be carried out, rather 
than that it should be in the hands of 
any secret despot, whoever he might be. 
He would add that this concession was 
one which he thought was earnestly 
hoped for by all concerned and one which 
he hoped that the Government would 
make. It had already been conceded in 
another place, and he hoped the Govern- 
ment would therefore see their way to 
concede it now. He begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 15, line 21, after the word ‘all,’ to 
insert the words ‘regulations and.’”—(The 
Earl of Arran.) 


THE DvuKE or DEVONSHIRE: This 
Amendment was not moved in Com. 
mittee, and I have not, therefore, been 
able to give very much time to its con- 
sideration, because the very brief time 
which was at our disposal has been taken 
up by considering Amendments of 
which notice has been given. In fact, J 
have only seen this Amendment a very 
few hours ago, and I have not had any 
opportunity of consulting the Chief 
Secretary upon the subject further than 
that I am informed that the Chief 
Secretary could not, on behalf of the 
Irish Government, give his consent to 
the Amendment. |! did not quite catch 
the concluding words which the noble 
Lord the Earl of Arran used. I think 
he stated that the Amendment had been 
accepted in the other House of Parlia- 
ment. If it was, I do not understand 
why it does not find a place in the Bill 
now. 


THe Eart or ARRAN: Am I per- 
mitted to speak a second time ? 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I did 
not quite catch what you said. 


THE EarRL OF ARRAN: It was practi- 
cally the same Amendment as was 
accepted in the other House, and, if I 
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may give names and dates, it was an 
Amendment moved by Mr. Butcher on 
July ist. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I am 
afraid that, not being aware of what took 
place on that occasion, it is impossible for 
me to assent to the Amendment. 


Lorp DUNBOYNE said it was a very 
undesirable thing that landlords, owing 
to the way in which previous Land Acts 
had been carried out in Ireland, should 
have no intimation of the manner in 
which this Bill was to be administered. 
‘These rules were supposed to guide the 
Estates Commissioners, but they were to 
be secret rules. He did not know who 
desired them to be secret. So far as he 
knew, one class of people did not desire 
it, and they were the landlords. He 
did not know whether it was particu- 
larly in the interests of the tenants that 
this provision had been put in, or whether 
it was in the interests of the Govern- 
ment, but certainly the landlords did 
not desire these secret regulations for 
they desired that every possible publicity 
should be given to the working of the 
measure. It seemed a strange thing 
that the regulations which were to 
govern the administration and the acts 
of the Estates Commissioners were to be 
secret, while those which were to govern 
their subordinates were to be published. 
He saw noreason for this, and therefore 
hoped that the Amendment would be 
pressed. 


*THE EArt oF DONOUGHMORE said 
he would like to add one remark on the 
subject. The noble Lord the Earl of 
Arran had dealt with the subject very 
fully, and had given a list of the various 
things which under the preceding clauses 
would be affected by the rules and regula- 
tions in question. Glancing his eye down 
the list, he noticed that there were 
very few things in it which were not 
absolutely new, and therefore there could 
be no precedent for them. But there 
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were two things which were practically 
not new. These were, firstly, the pur- 
chasing from owners direct by the Land 
Commissioners. That was in this Bill, and 
it had been part of the land system before 
the Bill was introduced. He would 
remind the noble Duke that this very 
subject was dealt with by rules in March, 
1897, Order No. 38, which was published 
in all the big books on the Land Law in 
Ireland. Secondly, the purchasing of 
estates from the Land Judge was also 
dealt with under the rules of March, 1897, 
Order No. 37. If it was found to be. 
possible and advisable to publish those 
things in 1897, he could not see why it 
should not be possible, advisable, and just 
that they should be published in the 
autumn of 1903. 


THe EARL oF ARRAN: May I ask 
the indulgence of the House to correct an 
unfortunate mis-statement I unwittingly 
made just now. I stated that this 
Amendment was accepted in the other 
House. 1 must correct that. I find it 
was promised that if the House wished 
the rules to be laid on the Table of the 
House, a clause would be brought up on 
the Report stage to deal with the matter. 
Apparently nothing more was heard of it. 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: If I 
may add one word before the Amendment 
is put, I should say that I should have 
thought that all that it was desired to 
criticise in Parliament was the action of 
the Estates Commissioners, and not the 
regulations under which they took action. 
The reports of the proceedings of the 
Estates Commissioners, are to be laid 
before Parliament, and I should think that 
that would give a full opportunity for 
discussing anything in connection with 
the action of the Estates Commissioners 
which it may be desirable to discuss in 
Parliament. 


On Question “That those words be 
there inserted,” their Lordships divided :— 
Contents 46 ; Not-Contents 62. 
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De Freyne, L. Langford, L. Ponsonby, L. (£. Bessborough.) 
Digby, L. Leconfield, L. Rathdonnell, L. 

Dunalley, L. Macnaghten, L. Rossmore, L. 

Dunboyne, L, Massy, L. Silchester, L. (£. Longford.) 
Ellenborough, L. Meredyth, L. (LZ. Athlumney.) | Sudley, (Z. Arran.) 
Fermanagh, L. (EZ. Erne.) Monck, L. (V. Monck.) [Teller.] 

Fingall, (EZ. Fingall.) Monteagle of Brandon, L. Tyrone, L. (M. Waterford.) 
Grey de Ruthin, L. Muskerry, L. Ventry, L. 

Inchiquin, L. O'Neill, L. 
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Wellington, D. 
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Ripon, M. Yarborough, E. Rayleigh, L. 
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Churchill, V.  [Zedler.] Rothschild, L. 
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Craven, E. Ashbourne, L. Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 
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Derby, E. Balfour, L. 





Hardwicke, E. 


THE Earut or ARRAN said the next 
Amendments were consequential on the 
one the House had just divided upon. 
He asked leave to withdraw them. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 15, line 22, to leave out the words 
‘the last preceding sub-section’ and insert the 
words ‘ this section.” ”—(The Earl of Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 23, after the word ‘made’ to 
insert as a new sub-section the words : ‘ (13) On 
the sale of an estate under the Land Purchase 
Acts whether to the Land Commission or other- 
wise, the landclerk or land clerks of suchestate, 
of not less than ten years service in estates 
offices in Ireland, may be transferred to the 
offices of the Estates Commissioners and Con- 
gested Districts Board, with the assent of his 
employer, under such rules and regulations as 
the Lord Lieutenant, with the consent of the 
Treasury, 
Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


may determine. ”—(The Earl of 








Lorp DIGBY moved to insert a new 
clause providing that land clerks of ten 
years’ service in an estate office in which 
a gross annual rental of more than 
£5,000 was accounted for should 
be eligible for employment by the 
Estates Commissioners. He said that 
this would remove to some extent, the 
hardships which would be inflicted ona 
very worthy and trustworthy body of 
men, who, through no fault of their own, 
were to be thrown out of employment. 
The Local Government Act of 1898, 
provided that the collectors for poor rates 
should receive compensation for their loss 
of office. He thought their position was 
about the same as that of the land clerks, 
whose services had been found to be very 
valuable in carrying out the Land Acts. 


Amendment moved— 


** After Clause 23, to insert the following 
clause : ‘ Land clerks of ten years’ service in an 
estate office in which a gross annual rental of 
£5,000 is accounted for, shall be eligible 
for employment by the Estates Commis- 


sioners.’” —(Lord Digby.) 
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*THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: My noble friend has referred to 
a class of men who are very deserving. 
Everyone connected with Ireland has 
personal knowledge that these clerks 
working in the land office are a very de- 
serving body of men. I know many of 
them myself, and the principal of them is 
chairman in the estate office of my noble 
friend. But accepting the Amendment is 
quite another question. Everyone would 
be glad that every field of employment 
should be opened to them, and that they 
should be deemed to be eligible for any 
employment in the service of the State or 
of any private individuals who may wish to 
employ them. But I am informed it 
might lead to legal difficulties and 
questions if we were to declare in the 
Bill that these persons were eligible 
for employment in a particular way. 
“Eligible for employment by the Estates 
Commissioners” might mean that they 
would have some claim to be transferred 


to that body and to be appointed by them. 
On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said that the 
Amendment which stood in his name, 
did so erroneously, because it should 
have been in the name of his noble 
friend the Earl of Donoughmore, but 
in hisabsence he would, with the per- 
mission of the House, move it. The 
Amendment referred to the same 
subject that was discussed on Clause 
18, namely, that of arrears, but in this 
tase it applied to sales made direct 
to the tenants. He thought that the 
arguments in favour of the Amendment 
were very much the same as those urged 
in the case of the other Amendment. 
The matter in this instance was not 
quite so complicated, because the land- 
lord in dealing direct with his tenants 
night make agreements with his tenants 
a to the manner in which arrears should 
be dealt with, although there would 
ilways be the difficulty that the tenants 
would have practically to pay one year’s 
tent in one half-year, in addition to which 
there was the difficulty that if the arrears 
were collected by the Land Commission 
the vendors would be anxious to have 
some arrangement so as to know how 
much of the purchase money was paid 


for the land and how much for arrears. 





Whatever arrears were handed to them, 
if they were of any value, the vendor 
ought to have them, and if there was no 
voles in them the matter would rest and 
he would get nothing. He hoped that 
the Government would see their way to 
aceept the Amendment he had placed on 
the Paper. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 16, line 28, after the word ‘ estate’ 
to insert the words ‘to persons other than the 
Land Commission.’ ”—(Lord Clonbrock.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: The Amendment moved so 
temperately is consequential upon dis- 
cussions which have taken place, and I 
hope the noble Lord will be satisfied 
with them. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*In page 16, line 29, to leave out the word 
‘ hereinafter mentioned ’ and insert the word s 
‘of the agreement for the purchase of the 
holding.’ ”—(Lord Clonbrock:) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, © 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


‘“‘In page 16, line 33, to leave out from the 
word ‘use’ to the end of the sub-section.” — 
(Lord Clonbrock.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*THE MarQquEss oF LANSDOWNE 
on behalf of the Duke of Devonshire 
moved the following Amendment. 


Amendment moved. 


“In page 17, line 42, after the first word 
‘payable’ to insert the words ‘out of the 
purchase-money or otherwise.’” —(The Duke of 
Devonshire.) 


On question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart or ARRAN said the next 
Amendment, which stood in his name, 
had the same object as that moved by the 
Lord President. The reason he moved 
it was that it was considered in many 
quarters that the Lord President’s Amend- 
ment scarcely protected the legal owner of 
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an estate. Their Lordships would re- 
collect the fact that this Amendment was 
moved by him (the Earl of Arran) in Com- 
mittee with the object of preventing a 
mortgagee, in a case where he refused to 
prove his title, and the interest originally 
amounted to 4 per cent., or 5 per cent., 
from taking the 3} per cent., merely as 
an instalment, and from proceeding against 
the owner of the estate for the balance of 
the money on other securities or lands he 
might hold. It would be remembered 
that all well-drawn mortgages gave two 
securities, one by the property, and the 
other by the personal covenant. Under 
the previous section when an estate was 
sold direct to the Land Commission or 
sold direct to the tenants —— 
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Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of MorLey): The words after 
‘“‘purchase-money or otherwise” were 
adopted. I do not think the Amendment 
is receivable after that. 


THE Eart oF ARRAN: Then I beg 
leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 17, line 42, after the first word 
‘payable’ to insert the words ‘out of the 
purchase-money, or recoverable under any 
agreement or covenant, or chargeable on any 
other lands or securities which may be subject 
to such claim along with the lands sold.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Arran.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN moved an 
Amendment which he said was intended 
to meet the case where there was a 
covenant in a mortgage that the money 
should not be called in for a certain period. 
If an estate were sold it would be only 
right to relieve the vendor from the 
covenant. He understood that his noble 
and learned friend had no objection to 
the Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 18, line 2, after the word ‘advances’ 
to insert the words ‘provided that in case of 
the sale of an estate under the Land Purchase 
Acts a vendor shall be entitled to pay off an 
charge or incumbrance thereon, notwithstand- 
ing any direction, proviso, or covenant con- 
tained in any deed or other instrument to the 
contrary.’”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


The Earl of Arran. 


{LORDS} 
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*THeE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE. 
LAND: Anything my noble and learned 
friend suggests would receive every 
respectful consideration. I do see that 
it might be some hardship under the cir- 
cumstances that a vendor should be pre- 
cluded from paying off any encumbrance or 
charge when he has ceased to be connected 
with the old property. The people who 
have lent the money might feel the 
proposal possibly to be some grievance. 
Very likely under the altered conditions 
they would not object, but I cannot be 
certain that it may not be challenged on 
the grounds I have indicated in the other 
House, if not here. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN moved an 
Amendment providing that the sub- 
section should not apply in cases where 
the Land Commission were satisfied that 
it was not owing to any act or default of 
the mortgagee that his title was not 
established and his money invested. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*To insert after the last Amendment the 
words: ‘ Provided also that this sub-section 
shall not apply in any case where the Land 


Commission are satisfied that it is not owing to | 


any act or default of such person that his title 
is not established, and the amount of his claim 
invested as aforesaid.” —(Lord Macnaghten.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THE EARL OF DONOUGHMORE said 
the next Amendment dealt with a purely 
legal point. He would ask permission to 
make a slight alteration in the Amend- 
ment as printed. The Amendment read 
as follows— 

‘*(4.) Notwithstanding anything in this see- 
tion any vendor or incumbrancer may require 
the Court to invest the purchase money, pend- 
ing distribution, in any of the securities from 
time to time authorised by law for the invest- 
ment of trust funds.” 

He desired to leave out the word “re- 
quire” and insert the words “apply to.” 
The object of the Amendment was simply 
to give a suitor the right to apply to the 
Court to invest the purchase money. 
Under the present circumstances the 
Court might say to him “ Why ! you have 
no business here, you have no locus standi.” 
The Amendment was moved with the 
object of ensuring that such a person 
should have that locus, and he hoped it 
would be accepted. 
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Amendment moved— 


«In page 18, after line 12, to insert the follow- 
ing new sub-section: ‘ (4) Notwithstanding 
anything in this section any vendor or incum- 
prancer may apply to the Court to invest the 
purchase money, pending distribution, in any 
of the securities from time to time authcrised 
by law for the investment of trust funds.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 
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*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Lord has altered the Amend- 
ment in an important respect, by pro- 
posing to substitute for the words 
“require the Land Commission ” the words 
“apply to the Land Commission.” That is 
avery material alteration. The Amend- 
ment as it originally stood was one we 
could not accept. Under the Bill 
it would not be necessary for the Land 
Commission as a general rule to call upon 
the National Debt Commissioners for the 
allowance of any money until the title 
to the money had been ascertained. If 
the Amendment were accepted I am told 
it would seriously interfere with the 
financial scheme of the Bill. Whether the 
modification of the Amendment would 
remove that difficulty I am unable to say, 
but it is placing your Lordships rather 
at a disadvantage that we should have an 
Amendment not on the Paper put before 
us at the last moment. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said he thought 
the Amendment with the alteration was 
perfectly reasonable, and he did not think 
it would put the Land Commission or 
the Treasury to any expense whatever. 
It would simply authorise the person who 
was interested in the purchase money to 
apply to the Court to invest the 
purchase money in any of the securities 
from time to time authorised by law for 
the investment of trust funds. The 
object was to give such person a locus 
stenli; nothing more than that. Of 
course the Court did not act on its own 
motion, it required that it should be put 
in motion by somebody. The Amend- 
ment meant that any person interested 
in the matter should be authorised to say 
“Please invest the money in such and 
such a security.” It would be for the 
Court to say whether or not they would 
do so. It was only reasonable that 
persons interested in the money should 
have the right to apply to the Court. 


*THe MArQuEsS oF LANSDOWNE: 
In view of the explanation given by the 
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noble and learned Lord we may accept 
the Amendment in its altered form. 


On Question, Ame ndment agreed to. 


Lord MACNAGHTEN, on behalf of 
Lord Dunboyne, moved to insert the 
following new sub-section. He said 
that this Amendment was moved in 
Committee, when the Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland said he thought that there 
was no such Act referred to, and 
that it applied to Ireland as well as 
to England. In point of fact the law 
only applied to England. 


THE LORD CHANGELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: That is so. 


LorD MACNAGHTEN _ said the 
object of the Amendment was that 
trustees, who had acted honourably but 
had not complied strictly with the 
requirements of the trust in accepting a 
security, might apply to the Court and 
get relief from that breach of trust, 
which was purely technical. That was 
a more common thing in Ireland than 
in England in consequence of the fall in 
the value of landed securities. There 
were many cases in which, according to 
the strict rules of the Court of Chancery, 
a person who had a beneficial interest 
might call upon the trustees to replace 
money lost through no fault of their 
own. All that the Amendment pro- 
posed was that trustees in Ireland should 
have the same relief as they were en- 
titled to in England in proper cases. It 
was said that, unless they gave immunity 
of that sort, trustees would be slow to 
go into the Court of Chancery, because 
there might be evils of this kind for 
which, if they went into Court and the 
whole history of the estate and the 
dealings with it were made public, they 
might be made answerable. As this 
was the law in England he did not think 
his noble and learned friend would have 
any objection that it should also be the 
law in Ireland. 


Amendment moved— 


‘* In page 27, line 3, after the word ‘section,’ 
to insert as a new sub-section : ‘ (4) In the case 
of all proceedings in relation to any lands sold 
under the Land Purchase Acts, or any charges 
thereon, or any moneys realised thereby, if it 
appears to the Court that a trustee is or may 
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be personally liable for any breach of trust, 
whether the transaction alleged to be a breach 
of trust occurred before or after the passing of 
this Act, but has acted honestly and reason- 
ably, and ought fairly to be excused for the 
breach of trust, and for omitting to obtain the 
directions of the Court in the matter in which 
he committed such breach, then the Court may 
relieve the trustee, either wholly or partly, 
from personal liability for the same.’”—(Lord 
Macnaghten.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: Iam very much in sympathy 
with this Amendment. It is, as my 
noble and learned friend says, the law in 
England under the Judicial Trustee Act 

ssed in 1896. I see no objection tothe 
Amendment. As it is the lawin England 
there is no primé facie reason why it 
should not be the law in Ireland where 
we have just as many difficulties to 
meet. It is difficult to say whether we 
should amend the general law relating 
to trustees in a Land Purchase Act. 
There is a clause which states that no 
trustee shall be liable for any default 
by proceeding under that particular 
section and investing the funds. The 
noble Lord, Lord Dunboyne, wishes to 
give aclean ‘bill of health to a trustee 
for everything he has done and is doing 
now under the Trustee Act. When 
my noble and learned friend Lord 
Macnaghten gives all the great weight 
of his legal position to this Amendment, 
and is not appalled by the fact that he 
is seeking to remedy what is a deficiency 
in Irish legislation under a Bill which 
can hardly be said to be germane to it, 
I can hardly justify myself in resisting 
his contention. 





On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp CLONBROCK moved a series 
of Amendments which he said were for 
the object of inserting the words “ Land 
Judge” instead of “ Land Commission.” 
They were advised by those who were 
familar with the working of such matters 
that it would be a great convenience and 
saving of expense if the Land Judge had 
power to act in cases under this section 
instead of it being necessary for him to 
refer the appointment of a public trustee 
in each case to the Land Commission. 


Amendments moved-- 


**In page 27, line 36, after the word ‘by’ to 
insert the words ‘the Land Judge, or’ ; in line 


Lord Macnaghten. 


{LORDS} 








Land Bill. 620 


41, after the words ‘apply to’ to ins 
words ‘the Land J wien’? —_ 
“In page 28, line 1, after the word ‘and’ to 
insert the words ‘the Land Judge, or’ ; in line 
3, after the word ‘to’ to insert the words 
‘the Land Judge, or’ ; in line 5, after the word 
‘and’ to insert the words ‘the Land Judge 
or’; in line 8, after the word ‘section’ to insert 


the words ‘the Land Judge, or’.”—(Lon 
Clonbrock.) gs (Lord 


THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
If the noble Lord looks at Sections 14 
and 15 he will find that the Land Judge 
has already been introduced into the 
matter. 


Lorp CLONBROCK : In that case | 


ask leave to withdraw the Amendments, 


Amendments, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“After Clause 55 to insert the following 
clause: ‘The word “estate” in section 5 of 
the Act of 1881 shall include such lands of a 
landlord as are retained by him or re-purchased 
upon any sale of an estate under the Land Pur. 
chase Acts, including this Act, and the Land 
Commission may authorise a resumption under 
the said section, notwithstanding that the hold- 
ing in respect of which such resumption is 
authorised is held at a judicial rent fixed fora 
first or subsequent statutory term.’ ”—(Lord 
Inchiquin.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE 
said that an Amendment to this clause 
had been put down in his name because 
his noble friend Lord Castletown, whose 
Amendmentit was, wasnotcertain of being 
present. He noticed that his noble friend 
was present, but would not move the 
Amendment. As his noble friend had 
left him in the lurch he would try to do 
his best with it. The reason for moving 
the Amendment was that it was im- 
possible in practice to get the purchase 
agreements signed by all parties at the 
same time. They must get them signed 
at the time and moment when the tenant 
was agreeable to buy. The law was 
absolute that once an agreement was 
signed they could not collect any rent 
behind the date of the agreement, and 
from that date they were to receive instead 
of rent the interest on the purchase 
money. Tenants in Ireland paid rent 
either half-yearly or yearly. If purchase 
agreements were executed, say, in March, 
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on an estate where the rents were|an agreement was come to between the 


id on the lst of November, the owner 
would lose under the existing law of the 
jand all the rent that had accrued since 
the Ist of the preceding November until 
the date he signed the agreement. That 
was to say that in many cases he might 
lose one-third or even a half-year’s rent. 
The object of the Amendment, as he 
understood it, was to ensure that he 
should not lose that rent and for that 
reason he hoped their Lordships would 
see the reason and justice of it. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 32, line 15, after the word ‘ matter’ 
to insert as a new sub-section the words: ‘(6.) In 
the cases of sales to tenants other than sales by 
the Land Commissionor sales by the Land Judge, 
the date of which interest on the purchase 
money payable under Sub-section 2 of Section 
35 of the Act of 1896 shall begin to be payable 
shall be—(a) If the agreement for purchase be 
made on any first day of May or first day of 
November from the date of such agreement; 
(b) In all other cases from a date to be specified 
in the agreement, and not being earlier than 
the gale day immediately preceding the date 
of agreement ; and such interest shall be dealt 
with according to the terms of the said sub- 
section. —(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said he did not 
move the Amendment at the instance of 
his noble friend the Earl of Donough- 
more for the very sufficient reason that 
he had always been very jealous 
of the proceedings in their Lordships’ 
House. When he found an Amend- 
ment that he had moved last night 
was put down in the name of his noble 
friend the Earl of Donoughmore, he 
felt that the latter was the proper person 
tomove it. Having regard, however, to 
the able speeches they had heard from 
him during the last two nights, he felt 
that the Amendment was in far safer hands 
than his own. The noble Lord the Earl 
of Donoughmore had often had the 
pleasure of dealing with these Amendments 
and sometimes there had been a friendly 
friction between them which might have 
lost a valuable Amendment to him. He 
(Lord Castletown) felt that if he left this 
Amendment in the hands of his noble 
friend, there would be much more chance 
of its being carried. He could not for 
the life of him see why His Majesty’s 
Government could not accept the Amend- 
ment, as it was a remarkably simple one. It 
inflicted no grievance on the Treasury and 
merely earmarked the fact that when 











tenant who had purchased and the land- 
lord who sold, the interest which the 
Treasury had agreed to produce should 
start from that moment and be paid to 
the landlord, who had sold his property, 
and was entitled to the interest. 


THE Eart oF BELMORE said the 
noble Lord had put into the Amendment 
the first day of May or the first day of 
November, but these were by no means 
universal days on which agreements 
were made, for sometimes the dates were 
the 25th of March and the 25th of 
September. He did not know why the 
Amendment was worded that way. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : This Amend- 
ment was drafted by one of the ablest 
men on the judicial body in Dublin, with 
a view to lessening the trouble that 
might arise under these agreements. 


THE Eart or BELMORE: He evi- 
dently forgot that there were other dates. 


THE Lorp CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND : This matter was discussed some- 
what on the Committee stage, and then I 
gave the reasons that occurred to me why 
I did not think the noble Lord, who then 
moved his own Amendment, had made out 
his case. I have listened very attentively 
to both my noble friends, one who ex- 
plained why he did, and the other who 
explained why he did not, move the 
Amendment. I have heard no reason 
for making the change proposed. I 
think every reasonable provision is made 
to deal with these matters. It may lead 
to elements of difficulty and confusion if 
the Amendment is accepted, while at the 
same time it does not add any substan- 
tial clearness to the operation of the 
clause. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 34, line 38, after the word ‘ Com- 
missioner’ to insert as a new sub-section : ‘(8) In 
all cases in which the Commssioners of Woods, 
Forests, and Land Revenues are parties to any 
are in the High Court or the Land 
Sommission, the Court or Judge shall have 

wer to award costs to or against said 

ommissioners.’”—(Zhe Earl of Drogheda). 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 
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Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE 
moved to insert the following new sub- 
section— 





** (3) The powers and provisoes for the re- 
demption or satisfaction of superior interests 
conferred by Section 31 of the Act of 1896 
shall be varied and extended su as to enable 
the owner to satisfy a terminable charge 
by investing a capital sum in investments 
authorised pursuant to this Act, the interest 
on which will be sufficient to pay'the charge, 
and thereupon the balance of the purchase 
money shall be discharged from any lien in 
respect of such superior interest, and upon the 
termination of the charge the said capital sum 
so invested shall revert tothe person or persons 
to whom the benefit of the succession would 
have accrued on the termination of the term- 
minable charge had the estate not been sold.” 


He said that he moved this Amendment 
in Committee and desired to know if the 
Government were prepared to accept it. 
He was told that there were already 
powers in the Bill to carry out the object 
he had in view, which was to enable 
moneys to be set aside to pay a jointure 
instead of purchasing an annuity. The 
noble Marquess stated that under the 
provisions of the Bill this could already 
be done, but he had looked into the 
matter and found cases on the point in 
Cherry’s Irish Land Law as follows :— 


“Section 31: Land Act of 1896, and notes 
thereon, page 567 et sequitur.” 

“Note ‘C’ page 569: Where a ‘superior 
interest’ is redeemed under this section it 
becomes a lien upon the purchase money, and 
must. be discharged by payment of its capital- 
ised value as a bulk sum, even though it is a 
terminable annuity, such as a jointure, the 
owner of which objects to be paid off: Owens 
Estate (No. 3), 1900, 1.1.T. 151 (C.A.) And the 
annuitant can insist on this right, even though 
the owners desire to have the money retained 
in Court, and the annuity paid as it falls due: 
Alexander's Estate (1900). 1.1. R. 20. (Ross J.).” 

** Note ‘I’ The term * superior interest,’ as 
defined by this sub-section, 1s one of very wide 
signification. It is not confined to paramount 
estates, or perpetual charges, but includes a 
life annuity, secured by a term of years and 
charged upon the land: Alexander's Estate 
(1000). 1.1. R. 20. (Ross, J.) It ineludes also, 
an annuity by way of jointure not secured by 
a term, even where an order has been made by 
the Land Judge to sell the estate discharged 
from the jointure: Owens Estate (No. 3), 
(1900) 1.1.R. 151 (C.A).” 

“It apparently also includes a contingent 
liability for any annuity, rent-charge, or rent ; 
as to which see Sec. 34 (3) and note thereto, 
page 575.” 


He thought the amendment was a most 
reasonable one to propose. He had 
mentioned all the drawbacks which the 
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Bill, as it stood, presented, and he hoped 
the Government would accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 36, line 29, after the word ‘ deposit,’ 
to insert asa new sub-section : ‘ (3) The powers 
and provisoes for the redemption or satisfaction 
of superior interests conferred by Section 31 of 
the Act of 1896 shall be varied or extended so 
as to enable the owner to satisfy a terminable 
charge by investing a capital sum in invest- 
ments authorised pursuant to this Act, the 
interest on which will be sufficient to pay the 
charge, and thereupon the balance of the 
purchase money shall be discharged from any 
lien in respect of such superior interest, and 
upon the termination of the charge the said 
capital sum so invested shall revert to the 
person or persons to whom the benefit of the 
succession would have accrued on the termina- 
tion of the terminable charge had the estate 
not been sold.’” (Lord Oranmore and Browne.) 


THE DuKkE or DEVONSHIRE: I 
understand that the Land Commission 


have no power without the consent 
of all parties to do what is pro- 
posed in this new sub-section. If it is 


desired that they should exercise this 
power without the consent of all parties 
interested, the Amendment should be 
made in Clause 24, which deals with the 
distribution of purchase money. The 
sub-section, which is proposed here, has 
nothing whatever to do with Clause 67, 
with which we are now dealing. It is also 
imperfectly drafted, because the purchase 
money is distributed by the Land Com- 
mission, and not by the owner, as has 
been pointed out. There would be no 
objection, I am advised, to giving an 
undertaking to insert an Amendment to 
Clause 24, as I have suggested, on the 
Third Reading of the Bill. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: These 
words ought not to have been omitted 
in Committee. They were not conse- 
quential upon the Amendment carried 
out by the noble Lord, the Lord Mae- 
naghten. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 42, line 23, after the word ‘re- 
hearings’ to insert the words ‘and those rules 
shall among other things provide for an ad 
valorem scale of fees to be paid on notices of 
appeal or re-hearing.’ ”—(Zhe Duke of Devon- 
shire. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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*Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
moved to insert the following clause :— 

‘« Where any agricultural labourer has made, 
or concurred in the making of, a representation 
under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 
1896, and within 12 months thereafter is 
dismissed from his employment, he may apply 
to the County Court Judge for compensation, 
on the ground that he has been dismissed by 
reason Of his having made, or concurred in 
making, the representation, and if in the 
opinion of the County Court Judge he was 
dismissed for the reason aforesaid the County 
Court Judge may award him compensation not | 
exceeding three months’ wages.” 

He said that it would be within the 
recollection of their Lordships that a 
clause somewhat similar to this was in 
the Bill as it came up to that House, but 
that clause was amended by altering the 
Court to which the application for com- 
pensation should be made from the Court 
of Summary Jurisdiction, or the Petty 
Sessional Court, to the County Court. 
Subsequently to that, the clause as a 
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whole was rejected on a Division without 
any further discussion. As the clause in 
its amended form was hardly discussed, 
and he thought that the second Division 
was taken somewhat hastily, he ventured 
to put it down again in its amended form 
in order to give their Lordships an oppor- 
tunity of further considering it. He did 
not wish to take up the time of the House 
unduly on the matter, but if their Lord. 
ships thought that it was advisable to 
reconsider the matter, they would now 
have the opportunity of doing so. He 
entertained a strong opinion, as he 
expressed in Committee the other night, 
in favour of the principle of the ciause, 
although he did not pledge himself to 
all its details. He thought it was 
substantially improved by the words 
“County Court Judge” being inserted, 
and that some protection for the labourer 
was needed. He did not think that 
noble Lords opposite need have any serious 
grounds of apprehension if the clause 
were entertained, and if it were rejected 
by their Lordships’ House it might give 
rise to an unfortunate feeling, and produce 
friction at the time when the labouring 
classes, as well as all other classes, in 
Ireland, hoped that an era of peace might 
be inaugurated. He therefore begged to 
move the insertion of the clause in its 
amended shape. 


Amendment moved— 





“ After Clanse 94 to insert the following 
clanse— Where any agricultural labourer has 
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made, or concurred in the making of, a repre 
sentation under the Labourers (Freland) Acts, 
1883 to 1896, and within twelve months there- 
after is dismissed from his employment, he 
may apply to the County Court Judge for com- 
pensation, on the ground that he has been dis- 
missed by reason of his having made, or con- 
curred in making the representation, and if in 
the opinion of the County Court Judge he was 
dismissed for the reason aforesaid, the County 
Court Judge may award him compensation 
not exceeding three months wages.’ ”—(Lord 
Monteagle of Brandon.) 


Lorp INCHIQUIN said that when 
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| the clavse came up in the Committe he 


moved its rejection, although he then 
stated that as it was amended he had 
less objection to it than when iu appeared 
in its original form. He still had certain 
objections to it, and one of them was 
the fact that they were to yo into a 
higher Court to settle the matter, and 
therefore the costs would have to be paid 
ona higher scale. Those costs were wholly 
irrecoverable from a labourer who was 
only earning 2s. 6d. a week. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : 
2s. 6d. per day. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN said he intended 
to say 2s. 6d. per day. That fact was 
the reason why he moved the rejection of 
the clause in Committee. The strongest 
argument against the clause which he 
had heard was urged by the noble Lord, 
Lord Robertson, who, he thought, well 
maintained that the clause raised before 
the Court the question of motive. He 
did not think that anything would be 
able to get over the question of the land- 
lord’s. motive in dismissing a labourer 
when the question was brought before a 
Petty Sessional Court or a County Court 
Judge. While they were in Committee 
he also mentioned a case which came 
under his own notice, in which no less 
than 203 persons might act under this 
clause, and if he or their employers 
dismissed any of them, they would 
be able to proceed against their em- 
ployer to the extent of a sovereign, with- 
out any powerof appeal being given to the 
employer. He still objected to tke clause 
on these grounds. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN felt rather 
strongly about the Amendment brought 
forward by his noble friend Lord Mont- 
eagle of Brandon, and he hardly thought 
that his noble friend Lord Inchiquin had 
proved any justification for striking out 
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the clause. He felt, however, that the 
justification for the clause, which he 
granted was rather a serious one, was 
this. One knew, and anyone who had 
lived in the agricultural parts of Ireland 
where labourers were employed knew, 
that very often some of those men made 
a representation in order to have a good 
house given to them, where at present 
they had a hovel. They put forward 
that representation, which came before the 
District Council, and eventually, perhaps, 
the Council were prepared to build the 
house. It was very likely that some objec- 
tion would be raised by afarmer. He did 
not think it was a case of the landlords 
objecting, because he had always found 
that the landlords of Ireland had been 
very generous to the labourers, and had not 
insisted upon their strict rights. The 
men who had insisted upon their strict 
rights had been the niggardly farmers 
who refused to give the labourers a 
small portion of land, which might give 
him a good home and very likely the 
advantage of labouring in other parts of 
his county. It was against such men that 
this Amendment was aimed, and he 
thought it was justifiably aimed at them. 
They were men who were very often 
determined to get every atom of land 
they could into their own hands. They 
resisted the chance of these labourers 
getting a small holding, labourers who 
worked not so much for them as for the 
outside public. He strongly advised his 
noble friend Lord Monteagle of Brandon 
to persist in this Amendment. He 
thought it was a perfectly fair one, 
although his noble friend had not put 
forward the strong point which he (Lord 
Castletown) had ventured to place before 
the House, namely, that the labourers, 
when they were dealing with tenant 
farmers, and as they would eventually deal 
with tenant purchasers, would find their 
position a very difficult and a 
very unfavourable one. There were many 
cases in which a landlord had placed a 
labourer on a plot of land where that 
labourer would be required, and he also 
knew of many cases in the South of 
Treland where the labourer had been 


placed on a plot of land because he would 

give labour to the district round him. He 

did not think it was likely that the land- 

owner who placed the plot of land at his 

disposal would refuse employment to or 

attempt to dismiss a labourer because he 
Lord Castletown. 
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might make, or concur in making, an 
application for a cottage ora piece of land. 
It was not impossible, however, that the 
tenant farmers, some of whom were 
district councillors, would take that action, 
and in such cases he thought that some- 
thing ought to be done for the labourers 
who had very few friends, and belonged. 
to a deserving class. He thought that 
the Amendment would preserve in Ireland 
one of the most valuable classes, and he 
should therefore support it. 


THE DvuKE oF ABERCORN said there 
appeared to be great diversity of opinion 
in the House respecting this clause, and 
the question of labourers. He ventured 
to suggest to the noble Lord, Lord Mont- 
eagle of Brandon, that he should not 
press the Amendment at the present time, 
but if when the Bill came back from the 
other House, and the latter had thought 
it necessary and requisite to re-insert the 
clause, they should give them the liberty 
of doing so. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : That 


is impossible. 


THE Eart or WESTMEATH observed 
that the noble Lord was mistaken in 
saying that the conclusion they came to 
the other day was arrived at without due 
consideration. This particular clause had 
been debated in Committee, and had been 
considered from every point of view. 


*Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON: 
I was simply talking about what occurred 
in this House, and was not referring to 
any discussion in private Committees 
outside. 


THe Eart or WESTMEATH said 
they objected to the clause altogether. 
They only accepted the Amendment 
which the noble Lord, Lord Emly, pro- 
posed in Committee, and which put the 
decision of the matter into the hands of the 
County Court Judge, because they thought 
it would make matters somewhat better, 
and not because they were in favour of 
the clause. They had, however, rejected 
the clause by a very large majority after 
arguments which appeared to him to be 
unanswerable. He strongly deprecated 
the fact that the noble Lord, without con- 
sultation with any of them, should have 
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come forward and proposed to upset the 
arrangement made so recently. He 
should most strongly oppose the insertion 
of this clause. 
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THE Eart or BELMORE strongly 
objected to including any clause at all 
relating to the labourers in the Land 
Bill. This matter of the labourers 
had hitherto been dealt with under a 
separate set of Acts which in themselves 
practically formed a code. They were 
not under the Land Commission in any 
way but were administered by the Local 
Government Board with power of appeal 
to the Privy Council. It had been his 
lot to sit on those appeals under the pre- 
sidency of his noble and learned friend, 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland. It was 
said that the Government intended to 
bring ina Labourers Bill next session, 
and, if so, would it not be better to 
leave this matter to be dealt with when 
that Bill was introduced, for really the 
clause was outside the scope of the 
measure they were now discussing. 


*THeE Eart oF MEATH said _ he 
yielded to none in his sympathy with 
agricultural labourers, but he could not 
agree with the aoble Lord, Lord Mont- 
eagle of Brandon, that it would be a wise 
thing to pass this clause. It appeared to 
him that it would be creating suspicion, 
animosity, and quarrels between em- 
ployers and employed, for employers 
would be afraid lest one of their 
labourers should sign one of these appli- 
cations, and every labourer would be 
thinking whether he could get money out 
of his employer. That would in a great 
measure be encouraging fraud. He had 
never known of an instance in which any 
labourer about him or in his county had 
ever been intimidated because he sent in 
one of these requisitions, while, on the 
other hand, he had known large numbers 
of labourers who signed the requisitions 
but had absolutely no interest in them, 
and who did not even know the labourer 
for whom the cottage was demanded, or 
where the cottage was to be placed. 
They, in fact, only signed the requisitions 
because they were asked by one of their 
friends to do so, and they knew no more 
about the matter than the man in the 
moon. He hoped that the House would 
not listen to the arguments adduced by 
his noble friend, Lord Monteagle of 
Brandon 
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*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
This question was discussed at some 
length the other evening when we, 
who sit on this Bench, voted in favour of 
the clause as it stood in the Bill, and 
against the Amendment then put for- 
ward. The amended clause moved this 
evening by the noble Lord, Lord Mon- 
teagle of Brandon, substitutes the County 
Court Judge for the Petty Sessions 
Court, which is an additional safeguard 
to the clause, and if he presses the 
Amendment we shall support him. 


THE Ear or CAMPERDOWN had 
not the honour of being an Irishman, but 
on an occasion like this, when they were 
dealing with component parts of the 
United Kingdom, he thought they might 
be allowed to read the clause and consider 
what it meant. He did not know what 
might be the term of engagement of an 
agricultural labourer in Treland ; he pre- 
sumed it was a fortnight or a month. 
What did the clause say ? 


_ * Whereany agricultural labourer has made 
or concurred in the making of a representation 
under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts 1883 to 
1896, and within twelve months thereafter is 
dismissed from his employment, he may apply 
to the County Court Judge for compensation 
onthe ground that he has been dismissed by 
reason of his having made or concurred in 
making the representation, and if in the opinion 
of the County Court Judge he was dismssed 
for the reason aforesaid the County Court 
Judge may award him compensation not ex- 
ceeding three months’ wages.” 


He put it to the House whether or not 
that was a most extraordinary assump- 
tion to make. Could it be made in 
England, in Scotland, or anywhere except 
in Ireland, and could it be made in 
Ireland under this Bill? He submitted 
that unless some very strong reason were 
given for making an arrangement of this 
the clause was one which in common 
justice ought not to pass. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR was pro- 
ceeding to put the Question when 


*Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON 
said: May I ask the noble and learned 
Earl on the wool-sack a Question before 
he puts the Question ? 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: Order, 
order. 
3 
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*Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 
I only wish to say-—— 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR : Order, 


order. 


*Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 
May I ask a Question ? 
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THE LORD CHANCELLOR: Order, 


order. 


On Question, “ That the clause be in- 


serted.” 


Their Lordships divided, Contents, 63 ; 
Not-Contents, 62. 


NTS. 
(M. Down- ; Braybrooke, L. 
Burnham, L. 
Burton, L. 
Castletown, L. 
Emly, L. 
Kenry, L. (£. Dunraven and 
Mount-Earl.) 
Kenyon, L. 
Kintore, L. 
Lawrence, L. 
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Montagu ¢f Beaulieu, L. 
Monteagle of Brandon, L. 
Redesdale, L. 
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Sandhurst, L. 
Suffield, L. 
Trevor, L. 
Wenlock, L. 
Windsor, L. 
Wolverton, L. 
Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 


(E. Kintore.) 


[Teller.] 
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T empletown, ¥, Hatherton, L. 


THE EARL or CAMPERDOWN : I beg 
to give notice that this question havin 
been decided by so small a majority, 
shall raise it again on the Third Reading 
of the Bill. 


Tue Eart of WESTMEATH: The 
noble Earl has only anticipated what 
several of us are going to do. 





Bill to be read 3° To-morrow, and to 

be printed as amended. (No. 209.) 
NAVAL WORKS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived. 

[THIRD READING. } 

Order of the Day for Third Reading 

read. 
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Ear~L SPENCER: My Lords, I think I 
have a right to say a few words on the 
Third Reading of this Bill. I was unable 
to be here on the occasion of the Second 
Reading, otherwise I should have wished 
to make some remarks upon it. I do 
not like to leave it without saying some- 
thing, as I attach very great importance 
to this question. My Lords, the question 
of the Navy is, I need hardly say, one of 
the utmost importance to this country, 
and one in which I have always taken 
the greatest possible interest. 
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With regard to the expenditure on 
the Navy we are getting to very 
large sums, and I think a word of 
caution ought to be uttered with regard 
to the continual increase of the Naval 
Votes. I do not want to go into the 
whole question of the Naval Votes to- 
night, but I should like to say a few 
words on the question which intimately 
belongs to it, namely, the question of 
these naval works. I am quite aware 
that it was absolutely necessary when the 
Fleet was so altered and the dimensions 
of the vessels were so altered that better 
accommodation in the dockyards should 
be provided. No one felt that more 
than I did when I had the honour of 
being at the head of the Admiralty, and 
there was nothing in the work of the 
Board of the Admiralty, over which I 
presided, in which I took a greater in- 
terest, or felt a greater pride, than that of 
seeing that the works and the dockyards 
should be put into a proper condition. Up 
to that time there was really no accom- 
modation for the increased Fleet or the 
larger vessels, and it was absolutely 
essential both with regard to the size and 
number of ships, and to the altered mode 
of warfare which had come into vogue, 
tnat very large alterations should be 
made in the naval works. The Board 
over which I presided initiated the 
principle of the works of which the 
present Bill is the enlargement. But 
what we proposed then was very humble 
and small in comparision with the enor- 
mous dimensions to which the Navy has 
now grown. I think I am right in 
saying that the naval loans now amount 
to something like £31,000,000 and 
that very soon they will amount to 
£40,000,000. I look upon this as a 
very serious matter. I do not at all say that 
the great works are not necessary, but 
I cannot help thinking that some check or 
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some greater caution than has hitherto 
been shown should be shown in regard 
to the increase of these large works. 


I do not want, particularly at this late 
hour, to go at length into the details of 
the Bill which is now before your Lord- 
ships, but I should like to refer to two 
points. There is a proposal for establish- 
ing a new naval base or a dockyard— 
we do not know which it is to be—in 
Scotland. I quite admit that there is a 
very important report in the hands of 
the Admiralty with regard to the berth- 
ing of ships which shows that there 
must be a very considerable increase in 
the size, and the quantity of basins and 
berthing places in our different yards. 
But I do think it is a very serious 
matter indeed to start a new base, for 
my experience of having new centres is 
this, that directly you get a new 
centre, and an independent centre, 
you increase enormously the expenditure 
which has to be found. So far as I can 
see I should very much prefer to see 
almost double the amount which is sup- 
posed to be going to be spent on this 
new Scotch base spent on the old dock- 
yards and the old naval bases, rather than 
on a new one, for the reason that I have 
given, namely, that the moment you get 
a new establishment you increase the 
expenditure enormously. With regard 
to this new naval base itself there is no 
doubt a great deal to be said about want 
of accommodation, but I cannot help 
thinking that though this report has a 
very great deal in it, I am not convinced 
after reading the report that a great 
deal more might not have been done in 
regard to increasing the accommodation 
at the existing naval yards. When I 
was at the Admiralty we set in motion 
enormous works at Devonport, and those 
have not yet been finished. It might be 
difficult, but it would not be impossible 
to increase the two basins there by taking 
up new ground. Then there is also 
Chatham. A great deal has been said 
about the inerease of the works there, 
but I think there is still an enormous 
amount of expansion to be done to the 
dockyard there. Then there is Portland, 
for which I am responsible. There, too, 
a great deal of additional accommodation 
might be had, while at Portsmouth there 
could be a _ considerable expansion. 
Therefore, although I am quite aware 
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of the necessity of considerable expansion 
in our Dockyards. I deprecate the 
necessity of founding this new naval base 
as I feel it will increase enormously the 
already heavy expenditure on the Navy 
and on the dockyards. 

I should like to make one remark 
upon this, and it is that, at present, 
we have no estimate whatever as to 


what the cost of this new base—I 
call it a new base—at Rosyth will 
be. ‘There is nothing approaching 


an estimate as to what will be the ex 
penditure there. It is said that it is 
necessary for the purposes of accomoda- 
tion, but it is also said that it is desirable 
on account of strategical reasons. We 
have not had that point threshed out 
sufficiently. I am not myself convinced of 
the necessity of having a new naval base on 
account of strategical reasons. My Lords, 
of course we all acknowledge that an 
enormous change has taken place in 
regard to the Navy by the introduction 
of steam, but I do not think the intro- 
duction of steam has materially altered 
the circumstances that existed in the old 
days when we were more often in great 
naval wars than we are at the present 
time. In the old days the sailing ships 
used to lie in the Downs, and we also 
had the Nore a little further north, but 
since then—and that also commenced 
when I had the honour of being at the 
Admiralty—we commenced the very 
large harbour at Dover which will be a 
very important strategical position for 
the Navy in the future. It will, as I 
believe, amply take the place and very 
efficiently take the place, that the Downs 
formerly occupied and which has now 
become impossible on account of torpedo 
attacks. Well, my Lords, I am not at 
all sure that we are increasing our naval 
strength by giving another point of 
defence as we shall be doing if this 
northern port is created. One thing 
with regard to defence is that the fewer 
points of defence we have, unless they 
are absolutely necessary, the better it is 
and the stronger we are. I therefore 
doubt that on strategical grounds this 
great expenditure in,the North will be 
necessary. I have very little doubt 
myself that a very large expenditure 
will be involved by this. If we are to 


have a dockyard there, such as we have 
at Portsmouth, or Chatham, or at some 


Earl Spencer. 
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of the other ports, there will be an 
enormous expenditure involved. I do 
not like to let this Bill pass through your 
Lordships’ House without expressing 
my doubts as to the policy of this, and 
my protest, although it may not be a 
very strong one, against the continual 
and increasing expenditure of the Navy. 
No one wishes more than I do that the 
Navy should be absolutely strong for all 
the great purposes for which we require 
it as a nation, but I think there is a 
necessity in the present day of someone 
occasionally sounding a warning note as 
to the enormous continual expenditure 
upon it, for I] am afraid that there will 
come a day when there will be a serious 
reaction if we go on without some limit 
to this expenditure. My Lords, there is 
no doubt that with increased ships and 
with the increased size of ships there is 
continual expenditure in other ways, and 
I thought it right to draw attention to 
this, for 1 am afraid that in the present 
day we have got into enormously lavish 
expenditure without always demanding 
sufficient reasons why this expenditure 
should be necessary. 


*THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SeLBoRNE): My 
Lords, I am very far from complaining of 
what the noble Earl has said. On the con- 
trary I agree with much of the matter of his 
speech. The naval expenditure which is 
forced upon this country is undoubtedly 
in itself an evil, though I believe it 
to be an absolutely necessary and 
unavoidable evil because, what governs 
the conditions of this expenditure is not 
the option of this country but what other 
naval Powers choose to spend. ill 
parties and conditions in this country are 
united in agreeing that we cannot allow 
our naval strength to fall below a certain 
point, and therefore I maintain in the 
fullest possible manner, without the least 
reserve, that the naval expenditure to 
which this country is now committed has 
been forced upon it. When you talk of 
naval expenditure youdo not only mean 
expenditure on ships, for there is no use in 
having ships unless you have the men to 
man them. If you have the men to man 
the ships, you must have barracks and 
hospitals and everything the men re- 
quire ; and if you have the ships you 
require the stores for them; the maga- 
zines to hold the ammunition ; places 
where the ships can be repaired, and 
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what is more immediately the subject of 
our debate to-night, places where they 
can be housed, or, as naval parlance goes, 
berthed. I go a little further than the 
noble Lord in one respect. I do not think 
he will differ from me, but he did not 
make the exact point. I say that every 
penny we are obliged to spend on what I 
call bricks and mortar for the Navy is in 
itself an evil, but you must have this 
accommodation for men and ships. I 
think the noble Earl will see how far I 
am in agreement with the principal 
matter of his speech, when I would ask 
him to remember that I am responsible 
for making this Naval Works Bill the 
final Bill as regards new items. I have 
arranged with the Treasury, and an- 
nounced publicly in both Houses of 
Parliament that, although further Bills 
will be required to complete the esti- 
mates for works already authorised, or 
now being authorised, no new works will 
be added in the future, and that is in itself 
I think a large contribution to that cau- 
tion for which the noble Earl pleaded. 
This series of works loans was initiated 
by the noble Earl himself, and I think it 
was by no means the least—if he will 
allow me to say so—of his remarkable 
contributions to the efficiency of the Fleet. 
The noble Earl did two things. He 
insisted that the expansion of the Fleet 
should be a real one and not a sham one ; 
that besides providing the ships, the 
men, docks, and stores should also be 
provided. He went further, and he 
made up for the arrears of the past. 
What your Lordships and the country are 
now paying for is not only the expan- 
sion of the Fleet, but also what I do not 
hesitate to describe as the gross neglect 
of the auxiliary services of the Navy in 
generations gone by. Of this neglect 
there was nothing more glaring than the 
want of provision of dockyard accom- 
modation. 

The noble Earl, after his preliminary 
remarks, passed on to deal with the 
particular base at Rosyth. The Berth- 
ing Committee, to which he alluded, and 
the Report of which is not only in the 
possession of the Board of Admiralty, but 
is in the possession of your lordships, 
proved, I think, to absolute demonstra- 
tion that without the creation of a 
new naval base there simply was not 
room, and room could not be made in 
which to place the ships. The noble 
Earl does not quite agree with me, but I 
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venture to differ from him entirely. I 
think the Committee proved that there 
was no further room for expansion at 
Portsmouth, that when the works to be 
authorised under this Bill were completed 
there would be no room for further 
expansion at Chatham, and that although 
there was the possibility of a little 
further expansion at Devonport, the 
expansion would not meet the case, and it 
would be far more expensive in proportion 
to what it would supply for the fulfilments 
of the demands of the Fleet, than the new 
base. The noble Earl also alluded to 
Portland, but for these purposes Portland 
does not meet the case. Portland, as 
Dover will be, is no more than an anchor- 
age. There are no barracks, no stores, 
no magazines, and there is no opportunity 
of doing the smallest repairs, it is simply 
an enclosed anchorage, as Dover will be 
in the future, and, therefore, it belongs to 
a totally different class of naval base 
from that which we are now considering. 
It is true that there is no final estimate 
in this Bill for Rosyth. It would not 
have been possible, my Lords, for the 
Admiralty to supply that for twe reasons. 
In the first place, because as I pointed out 
the other night, what we claim to have 
done is to have provided, in the cheapest 
manner possible, and most effective man- 
ner possible for the expansion of the 
Fleet, which, in the future, we foresee to 
be inevitable. I desire personally to 
limit, as far as possible, the extension 
of this particular base. It may be turned 
into a complete dockyard like Portsmouth. 
It may only be a base for men, stores, and 
ships, and for minor repairs, and not a 
manufacturing establishment in any sense. 
Either of these possibilities lie before the 
Board of Admiralty in the future. I do 
not wish to prejudge the matter. All I 
feel to be my function at the present 
moment is to see that instead of allowing 
the establishment, whatever it is, to grow 
in the haphazard, inconvenient, and un 
economical way, as has necessarily been 
the case with all the other dockyards, 
that this base should be planned out from 
the beginning, and that whatever 
in the future is added should fit into one 
harmonious scheme. 

The noble Earl dealt with Rosyth 
from the point of view of a strategical 
station. I do not think I ever said 
that the sole object of the establish- 
ment of this base was a strategical 
object, What I have said, and now 
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repeat, is this ; that given that a new 
base was required, it became necessary 
to consider the strategical aspect of that 
base as well as the industrial and 
economical aspects. The present Board 
of Admiralty considered that Rosyth 
fulfilled all three requirements equally, 
and therefore we thought it to be the 
best available place. Another point on 
which the noble Lord touched. was that 
of defence. He did not mean that it was 
the function of the Navy to defend this 
base, but that an obligation was added to 
the Military Forces to defend it. If he 
would carry in his mind the particular 
situation of St. Margaret's Hope anchor- 
age, and of Rosyth—St. Margaret’s Hope 
is the Spithead, and Rosyth is the Ports- 
mouth of the new base—he will remember 
that it is practically inaccessible to any- 
thing in the nature of a sea attack. If 
once your Lordships plunged into the 
question of the liability of a naval base 
to invasion, you would be going further 
than I think the noble Earl meant to 
go to-night. I think on consideration 
that although the noble Earl may 
not revise his judgment as to the 
absolute necessity for this base he will 
admit that it is as immune from sea 
attack as a base can possibly be. I am 
sure he will admit that it fulfils the 
economical and industrial requirements 
of a base and I think if he had been at 
the Board of Admiralty still, he would 
also have admitted that it had a stra- 
tegical value of no little importance. 





Employment of 


Standing Order No, 39 having been 
suspended, Bill read 3* and passed. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Title agreed to. 
Clause | agreed to. 
Clause 2— 


*THE LORD BISHOP or ROCHESTER 


moved to omit the provision which 


empowered local authorities in making 

by-laws to have special regard to the 

desirablity of preventing the employment 
The Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 
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of girls under sixteen years of age in 
streets or public places. He said that 
there was one alteration which he should 
like to ask their Lordships to consent to 
on this clause, though he should have pre- 
ferred them to have done so upon Clause 3. 
He understood, however, that the order 
of the Bill made it necessary to raise the 
question now, and in the form of moving 
to omit the second provision at the en 

of the second clause. He need hardly 
say that the provision was one with which 
he was in entire sympathy so far as it 
went, but his objection to it was that he 
would wish it to go a great deal further. 
The object of his Amendment was, that 
when they came to Clause 3, they might 
add to the statutory prohibitions there 
made, one more which would prohibit 
generally the employment of girls under 
sixteen in streets or public places. He 
understood that if they left the proviso at 
the end of the second clause as it now 
stood, they would foreclose the question 
he desired to raise, for the House would 
have then decided, and the Bill would 
then provide, that it shoukl be open to 
municipalities and local authorities to 
deal with this question as they pleased. 
Therefore, they could not raise the 
question of prohibition again on the third 
clause, and his only course was to move 
to omit the second provision at the end of 
Clause 2. It was not, he hoped, improper 
for him to express a word of complaint 
such as had not been heard for the first 
time in this House, at the stage and the 
condition of things under which this Bill 
reached them. The Bill got out of the 
Standing Committee in the House of 
Commons at the beginning of May, and 
he could not help thinking that it was 
really deplorable that a Bill of this 
character should have been delayed in the 
House of Commons so long a time before 
it reached their Lordships’ House. He 
said this because it seemed to him that it 
should belong to the reputation of this 
House that they should have a voice 
in matters of this particular kind, 
which so nearly affected the practical 
welfare of large classes of the community, 
and also because this particular case 
seemed to be one in which their Lordships’ 
House might very well have said its say. 
For what he desired to submit to their 
Lordships was approved in even a stronger 
form by the Grand Committee of the 
House of Commons, and it went back to 
the other House containing the complete 
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prohibition which he should like now to 
see inserted. The Government, through 
the Home Secretary, threw its weight in 
the House of Commons the other way. 


Employment of 


Lorp BELPER: They also did so in 
the Grand Committee. 


*THE LORD BISHOP or ROCHESTER 
admitted that was so, but not having 
succeeded there they threw it out in the 
House of Commons. The result was to 
fall back upon what, with all respect, he 
thought he must call these rather feeble 
words in the second proviso. That proviso 
expressed what might be called a pious 
hope that the local authorities would 
prevent the employment of girls under 16 
in streets or public places. As his pro- 
posed Amendment was drawn it would 
revert towards what was approved by the 
Grand Committee, but it modified the 
decision of the Grand Committee in order 
to meet the gravest kind of objection to 
it. The object which they had before 
them was to make impossible the employ- 
ment of girls upon the streets and in 
public places in those divers casual oceu- 
pations by which they were led to so 
much evil. It was answered “that it 
might be excellent and perfectly neces- 
sary,” and when they quoted, as they 
were able to quote, some of the highest 
ofticial witnesses and some of the 
great public bodies in great cities, it 
was replied “that that was all very well, 
but they had to consider the coun:ry at 
large, and the different state of things in 
country districts." They were also told 
that they must not impose any general 
prohibition which would do well in one 
class of place but badlyin others. It was 
to meet that objection that the last words 
of his Amendment which he should press 
on Clause 3 were framed. He should 
propose on that Clause to move :— 

“That a girl under the age of 16 years shall 
not be employed in street trading, except under 
the provisions of a specific by-law of the local 
authority sanctioning the same for the disposal 
of agricultural produce, being produced by girls 
between the ages of 14 and 16.” 

He thought he had made clear what he 
desired, and would briefly justify it. The 
employment of young girls under 16 in 
street trading in towns was an evil which 
it was almost im possible to over estimate. 
Instead of arguing that, one might quote 
from results. Figures were taken not 
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long ago in Birmingham as to the char- 
acter of these children, and it was found 
that about two-thirds out of a total of a 
little over 700 had within, he thought 
the previous year, been under sentence 
for offences of some kind. Their Lord- 
ships would know what that implied as 
to the practices the children were allowed 
toengage in. If they employed girls 
between 14 and 16 in irregular ways, 
running about the town at late hours of 
the evening, and so on, they would 
unfit them at the age when they ought 
to be settling down to regular employ- 
ment. If, on the other hand, they 
could keep them out of such things up 
to the age of 16, girls would then prob- 
ably get into regular emyloyment, and 
by the time they reached the age of 16 
they would have no desire to run about 
the streets. 


Casual labour was always demoralising 
to any class, but could there be any 
class to which it would be more so 
than to children, and especially young 
girls. It was said that it was very 
hard on the poor costermonger that 
he or she could not have their girl 
to help them. It was replied on 
behalf of those who knew pretty 
well the habits of costermongers that they 
themselves had no desire to do this, and 
that they did not take their children out 
in this way. Then it was argued :—‘“If 
you do not let them work in this way 
they probably will not be able to get any 
other kind of work,” and it was suggested 
that worse moral results would follow, 
because they would have to add to the 
family earnings somehow. Was that 
really a true reply? He believed on the 
other hand that there was a very strong 
demand for girl labour between those 
ages of fourteenand sixteen im restaurants, 
cafés, and so on, as well as in factories. 
It was often impossible to get the 
number of girls to undertake the amount 
of work that was required, for that 
particular market was not fully stocked. 
He believed it was argued that, although 
it was true that girls were competent 
workpeople, there were the weak and 
poorly ones who were not fit for steady 
labour, and for whom they ought to leave 
this clause as a safety valve. His own 
strong impression was that this was one 
of those many cases out of where they were 
asked to abstain from doing a great good, 
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and protecting a large class for the sake of 
& minority with whom they ought to deal 
in some other way, and for whom they 
ought to make other special provision. 
Of course, when anyone proposed a 
Motion of this kind, which was of a 
general character, and intended to make 
prohibitions by statute, the answer was 
always ready, namely—that they need 
not trouble about them, because the Bill 
was giving large powers to municipal 
authorities, who could make any 
by-laws they thought just, in a way 
perfectly applicable to certain circum- 
stances, and that while a _ general 
prohibition might do some good, it 
would also do some evil. Possibly 
they could trust their principal local 
authorities in the great cities, where the 
authority was generally of the best type. 
There was a great deal of evidence to 
show that, in the big towns, the men 
who cared most about the public wel- 
fare were strongly and _ keenly in 
favour of by-laws of that kind. But in 
putting forward that argument it was for- 
gotten that there were a number of 
smaller authorities on whom they could 
depend much less, and he could not 
but think that in cases of that kind, 
where so much was at stake for the 
weaker part of the people, it behoved 
Parliament to follow the lead of the 
better municipalities and bring the 
backward ones up to the mark. They 
had not now got such a House as they 
had a few minutes ago. He was afraid 
that the interests of the unrepresented 
children were not as powerful in the 
House as the rights of a certain class in 
another country. But their rights could, 
he believed, appeal very strongly to some 
of their Lordships. And unless they adopt- 
ed some general prohibition they would 
not prevent those street disorders, and 
especially that kind of ruin to which young 
girls were exposed. He believed, therefore, 
that such a prohibition as he asked the 
House to impose would be for the benefit 
of the bodies and souls of their young 
citizens, and he asked the House to look 
carefully into the matter and drop the 
proviso at the end of the second clause 
with the object of inserting an Amend- 
ment in Clause 3. 


Employment of 





Amendment moved 


«In page 2, line 7, to leave out the words ‘ (2) 
the local authority in making by-laws under 
this section shall have special regard to the 


The Lord Bishop of Rochester. 


{LORDS} 











Children Bill. 


desirability of preventing the employment of 
girls under sixteen in streets or public places,’” 


—(The Lord Bishop of Rochester.) 
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*THE LORD ARCHBISHOP oy 
CANTERBURY hoped the House would 
listen with favour to the arguments 
adduced by his right rev. Brother. He 
was not himself prepared to argue 
in favour of the _ precise clause 
which the Bishop of Rochester wished 
to substitute. He wished to make jt 
not so specific in one particular as the 
Bishop desired to do, and he should 
propose, if this sub-clause were left 
out and an opportunity were given of 
their moving the other, to make the words 
a little more general by saying that “No 
girl under the age of sixteen years shall 
be employed in street trading except 
under the provisions of a specific by-law 
of the local authority sanctioning such 
employment.” This Amendment would 
be more businesslike and in better con- 
venance with the position which Parlia- 
ment ought to take, while it would 
still leave to the local authority the 
responsibility of sanctioning the trading 
for local and_ specific reasons. He 
hoped the House would consent 
to leave out the sub-clause with a 
view to inserting words of _ that 
kind. When the matter was before the 
House of Commons he looked into it 
with a great deal of care. It was so long 
ago as March that this Bill passed the 
Second Reading in the House of Commons 
and it actually left the Standing Commit- 
tee in the House of Commons early in 
May. It was very hard upon those of 
their Lordships who desired to deal with 
matters of this kind that after such delay 
they should now be told that it was 
impossible, owing to the approaching 
prorogation, to debate such a question, 
and it was in the interest of the public 
that the House of Lords should be allowed 
to give proper attention to it. He did not 
blame the Government, but it was none 
the less the fact that the Bill had been 
read a second time at one o’clock in the 
morning, when discussion was absolutely 
impossible. That was notthe way in which 
a subject of this importance should come 
before the House, which was specially 
competent to deal with the matter. 


When the question was before the House 
of Commons so many months ago, he had 
made private enquiries of his own, and 
had studied with care the evidence of the 
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various officials, who could speak from 
daily experience of what was needed in 
the large towns. He was surprised to find 
how marked was the unanimity on the 
part of those from whom they might expect 
an authoritative opinion on this matter, 
as to the advantage which would accrue 
if it were definitely enacted that young 
girls should not be employed in the streets 
for trading purposes. The chairmen of 
School Boards and the best known and 
most trusted officers of philanthropic 
societies spoke in favour of such an enact- 
ment. Thismight perhaps have been antici- 
pated, but let anybody look at what had 
been said by superintendents of police in 
large towns on this question. Let anybody 
look at the expressions of opinion by 
magistrates who had had to deal with the 
management of public morals in those 
places, and see what they felt upon this 
subject, and then let them recognise the 
responsibility the members of the House 
of Lords would incur if they were 
to refuse to take away from the local 
authorities the temptation to look 
casually into this matter and let it alone. 
He ventured to hope that, if the House, 
with the sanction of the Government, 
omitted this particular sub-clause, and 
allowed the clause he proposed to be 
added afterwards, the Bishop of Roches- 
ter would not be unwilling to accept 
the modification he had suggested. His 
own Amendment did not single out any 
particular form of street trading, such 
as trading in farm produce, so as to 
give it an invidious or special advantage 


over all the other forms of street 
trading. He should like to urge 
upon those who had not considered 


this matter, the real importance that 
attached to it, and, if there were time, to 
look into the evidence which was in 
their hands before they refused to give 
effect to what he believed to be the wish 
of those who had at heart the highest 
good of the community. The House 
ought, he thought, to have particular 
regardto a class which was not represented 
in Parliament, and which might throw 
itself with some confidence upon the deci- 
sion which would be given in this House. 
He earnestly asked the House to agree to 
the Amendment. 


*THE EarL oF MEATH said that an 
apology was due from him to the right 
rev. Prelate and the most rev. Primate 
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for venturing to express an opinion which 
was not in accordance with their views on 
this matter. No one could sympathise 
more than he did with the objects the 
right rev. Prelate had in view, but he 
was afraid in this particular instance he 
could not, as he had done on other social 
questions, support him. There could be 
no doubt whatever, if it could be done 
without suffering, that girls under the age 
of sixteen ought not to be permitted to be 
upon the streets for purposes of sale and 
labour, but he knew that in many in- 
stances there were poor women who were 
compelled to send their girls to earn their 
living on the streets, and unless they did 
so, they would either starve or have to 
go into the workhouse. In _ this 
case they were acting. not without some 
knowledge because they had before them 
the example of Liverpool, where street 
trading had been regulated. It had been 
found there that, by the regulations which 
were put into force, a great deal of the 
evil which followed from the employment 
of girls in the streets was avoided. He 
thought the Government had been wise 
in so drawing up this Bill that it should 
not be made impossible that in the case 
of a poor widow who was sick and unable 
to work herself, and who had only one girl, 
that that girl should be enabled to earn 
money sufficient to maintain herself 
and her mother. Otherwise, it meant 
that they would go into the workhouse. 
It was with very great reluctance that he 
found himself unable to agree with the 
right rev. Prelate on this occasion. 


*EaRL SPENCER : I do not agree with 
my noble friend on the Cross Benches in 
the view he has taken of the proposals 
made by the right rev. Prelate. I 
have great sympathy with what he says 
as to certain poor people who require to 
get assistance to gain their daily bread, 
but I feel it is a very serious matter to 
leave this question in the position in 
which it is. We have heard, and I 
have no doubt that it is perfectly correct, 
for it was stated by the Lord Bishop of 
Rochester, and confirmed by the most 
rev. Primate that serious consequences 
have been proved to have followed the 
employment of these girls in selling in the 
streets. What the right rev. Prelate has 
proposed is not altogether to prevent this, 
but it is tostrengthen the advice given by 
the Imperial Parliament to the local 
authorities. The local authorities wil] 
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certainly be put under greater pressure 


Employment of 


if the Amendment of the right rev. 
Prelate is adopted than if the clause 
standé as it is proposed by the Govern- 
ment. I feel, therefore, if it came to a 
division that I should support it. I 
would press on the Government very 
much that they should consider if they 
cannot accept the proposal of the Lord 
Bishop of Rochester with the Amend- 
ment as proposed by the most rev. 
Primate. I think the most rev. Pri- 
mate’s Amendment is better, because it is 
impossible to satisfy one particular trade, 
and itis best to leave it in the general 
terms which the most rev. Primate pro- 
poses. If, therefore, we have to go toa 
division, I should certainly support the 
omission of this sub-clause in order to 
insert the Amendment as suggested. 


THE LORD BISHOP or ROCHES- 
TER: May I be allowed to say that I am 
fully prepared to accept the Amendment 
suggested by the most rev. Primate. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, in the 
first place I should like the right rev. 
Prelate to understand that I, equally with 
him, regret the period of the session and 
the time when this Bill has been brought 
forward. I hope, however, that he will 
acquit me of any blame in the matter, 
for it would certainly have been more 
pleasant to me to bring forward a Bill of 
this kind at a time when it could be 
discussed and the arguments against it 
could have been employed here. I will 
only say one thing before I speak to the 
Amendment. The Amendment of the 
right rev. Prelate is, I understand, not 
the Amendment which he has put on 
the Paper, but I do not complain of that, 
because I think the course he has adopted, 
namely, that of moving the omission of 
Sub-section 2, is more convenient before 
any change is made in the Bill. May I 
remind the House in the first instance, as 
there was no discussion on this Bill on the 
Second Reading, of the principle of this 
measure. It is, that owing to the very 
varied circumstances of the different 
trades, the varying conditions in the 
different localities, and the varying 
conditions not only in which the differ- 
ent trades are carried on, but in 
which the same trades are carried on 
in various  localities—the _ principle 


adopted in the Bill is not to make any 
Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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statutory prohibition under the Bill 
but to leave it absolutely in the 


power of the local authorities to deal with 
the question of the employment of wage- 
earning children, in whatever way that 
they, having full knowledge of the whole 
circumstances, think best. That was the 
principle upon which the Bill was intro- 
duced, and the regulations which will be 
made by the local authorities will refer to 
street trading as well as to other employ- 
ments. The right rev. Prelate says 
we have introduced into this Bill a 
certain statutory regulation. There are 
no doubt two statutory prohibitions ; one 
is, that a child shall not be employed 
between the hours of nine in the evening 
and six in the morning. That is a pro- 
hibition that very few Members of this 
House will take exception to, but it was 
not in the Bill originally, and the 
clause was introduced by the Standing 
Committee, and remained in the Bill after 
it got through the House of Commons. 
The other statutory prehibition is one 
which prevents street trading being 
carried on by any child under the age of 
eleven years. 

Now with regard to the proposal of 
the right rev. Prelate. What is 
the real difference that he suggests! 
The Bill gives power to the local authorities 
to prohibit absolutely all street trading 
within their locality. As to the cases of 
Liverpool and the other large towns which 
had been mentioned, the local authority 
will have power to prohibit any street 
trading in the municipality if they 
think fit to do so. The clause also 
gives them power to regulate the condi- 
tions under which a licence for street 
trading should be granted or suspended, 
so that the local authority will be able 
to prohibit those kinds of street trading 
which they think undesirable, and to 
allow, subject to conditions, those kinds 
of street trading to which they consider 
there is no objection. Jn fact, they 
have full power in the matter. The pro- 
posal of the right. rev. Prelate is to 
prohibit all children under sixteen years 
of age from any kind of street — 
except the sale of farm produce by girls 
between the ages of fourteen and sixteen 
years. 


*EarL SPENCER said he understood 





the right rev. Prelate to accept the 
Primate’s Amendment. 
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Lorp BELPER said he had not a copy 
of the Amendment, as it was not printed, 
but he would come to the most rev. 
Primate’s Amendment in a moment. The 
proposal showed the great difficulty of 
making any exceptions, because if one 
exception was made others had to follow. 
What really was the case with regard to 
this street trading ? 


*EarL SPENCER pointed out that the 
right rev. Prelate had given up his 
Amendment, and accepted that of thé 
most rev. Primate. 


THE LORD BISHOP or ROCHESTER 
explained that just as the noble Lord 
rose he stated that he would accept the 
Amendment of the most rev. Primate in 
place of his own. 


Lorp BELPER said in that case he 
need not make any further remarks on 
that point. The reason the Government 
could not accept a proposal involving 
absolute prohibition of all street trading 
was this: there were girls occupied in 
street trading, as Lord Meath had 
pointed out, many of whom came from 
the poorest and worst educated class, 
and were entirely unsuited for other 
occupations ; they would be unable to get 
places as domestic servants or in factories 
or workshops, and if they were deprived 
of this means of getting a livelihood there 
was great danger that their families 
would starve or suffer, or that they would 
be driven into making a living in the 
streets in a less desirable way. It had 
to be borne in mind that any general 
prohibition would apply also to girls 
helping their mothers to sell flowers or 
farm produce—cases in which the girls 
were under the control of their mothers, 
and exposed to no danger whatever. 
Such a provision would in many cases 
inflict a great injustice, and therefore it 
seemed to the Government—and he had 
heard no arguments to cause them to 
change their view—to be safer not to 
enact any general statutory prohibition, 
but to leave it to each local authority to 
act according to the circumstances of 
their own particular case. 

As to Sub-section 2, the history of that 
part of the Bill in the other House was 
that, in Standing Committee, in spite of 
the protest of the Government, an absolute 
prohibition was put in, but when it came 
down to the House after a very full dis- 
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cussion, although not without some 
difference of opinion, the prohibition was 
struck out, and the Government con 
sented, as a concession, to put in Sub-section 
2. That sub-section had been alluded to 
as being a feeble provision and merely a 
pious opinion, but he thought it really 
went further than that. The object of 
the sub-section was to strengthen the 
hands of the local authority if they de- 
sired to prohibit any form of street 
trading which they thought undesirable. 
The most rev. Primate’s Amendment, as 
he understood it, would prohibit street 
trading in every case, unless the local 
authority made a by-law permitting it. 
He had not had an opportunity of sub- 
mitting the Amendment for proper 
consideration, but the argument which he 
fancied would hold good against it was 
that, instead of leaving the local authority 
to do absolutely as they thought best 
under the circumstances, it would prac- 
tically be saying that Parliament thought 
there should be a general prohibition of 
all street trading. That would throw upon 
the local authority the responsibility of 
making exceptions, which in many cases 
they would be unwilling to make if they 
thought Parliament had laid down a 
direct statutory indication in the opposite 
direction. That was his impression with 
regard to the Amendment, but he could 
not give a decisive answer, as the matter 
had not been considered by the authori- 
ties at the Home Office. If the right rev. 
Prelate would put the Amendment on the 
Paper for the Report stage he would take 
care that it was duly considered by the 
proper authorities, but at the present 
stage he could not accept it. 
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THE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
PTERBURY asked whether it was under- 
stood that the passage of this clause now 
would not preclude the consideration of 
the Amendment on its merits at the 
Report stage. 


LORD BELPER said the Amendment 
could be moved at a later stage in any 
form. Nothing done at the present stage 
would preclude the Amendment being 
brought forward subsequently. 





THE LORD BISHOP or ROCHESTER 
said that after what had fallen from the 
noble Lord he would not press the Amend- 


| ment now. 
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Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


County Courts Juris- 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5. 


THE DUKE oF NORTHUMBERLAND, 
who had an Amendment on the Paper, said 
he understood his proposal was covered by 
the Amendment standing in the name of 
Lord Newton, and therefore he did not 
propose to move it. 


Clause 5 agreed to. 


Clauses 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 agreed 
to. 


Clause 13. 


*THE DukE oF NORTHUMBER- 
LAND, on behalf of Lord Newton, moved 
to omit the words from “ profit ” to “shoe- 
blacking.” The only effect of the Amend- 
ment would be to exclude from the 
category of prohibited street trading the 
carrying of luggage and messages. It 
was sometimes forgotten that children, 
by being excluded from all kinds of 
street trading, were not necessarily 
relegated to a better or more suitable 
occupation. He was not at all sure that 
carrying messages and luggage, provided 
the latter was not of such a character as 
to do the children any injury—and that 
was safeguarded against by another clause 
in the Bill—was not a more healthy 
occupation for gutter children than either 
playing in the gutter or being knocked 
about at home by a drunken father or 
mother. He begged to move. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 6, line 16, to leave out from the 
word ‘profit’ to the word ‘shoe-blacking.’”— 
(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


THE Ear oF MEATH hoped the 
Government would not agree to the 
Amendment. If there was one employ- 
ment whieh ought to be regulated, it was 
that which the noble Duke proposed to 
omit. He failed to see why the carrying 
of messages and luggage should not 
be as much regulated as other work. 
The noble Duke had spoken as though 
the Bill was a measure for entirely 
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preventing the employment of children in 
the streets. That was not the case. The 
Bill was not for the prevention, but for 
the regulation, of street trading—except 
so far as age was concerned ; it was simply 
for the regulation, after a certain age, and 
unless better reasons were given for the 
exemption of this employment, he hoped 
the Amendment would be negatived. 


Lorp BELPER said the carrying of 
luggage and messages was an employment 
which, after some consideration, had been 
put into the definition clause as street 
trading. The fear had been expressed 
that if anybody desired his luggage carried 
to or from a station by a small boy, such 
service would be prevented, and on the 
whole, seeing that the local authorities 
had full power to make regulations con- 
cerning all these matters, the Government 
were prepared to accept the Amendment. 
The only effect of it would be that this 
employment was excluded from the defini- 
tion of street trading, but the local 
authority would be able to regulate it if 
they thought it desirable to do so. 


Tue LORD BISHOP or ROCHESTER: 
That means that this class of work will 
be excepted from the operation of 
Clause 3. 


Lorp BELPER: It means that it does 
not come under the definition of street 
trading. 


Tue LORD BISHOP or ROCHESTER 
said he could not help feeling that the 
Amendment weakened the Bill. 


In Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18 agreed to. 

Standing Committee negatived: The 
Report of the Amendment to be received 
to-morrow. 

IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT 

BILL. 
Read 3* (accordingto order), and passed 
COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 


EXTENSION BILL. 
(THIRD READING}. 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 


ing read. 
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653 Petitions. 
Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD had 


given notice of the following Amendment — 

« After Clause 5 to insert as a new clause: 
‘Subject tu rules of Court service of an ordinary 
summons shall be effected by delivering the 
same to the defendant personally ; provided 
that in any case where it appears that for 
sufficient cause personal service cannot be 
effected, leave may be given to serve the sum- 
mons in such other way and by such persons 
as may be prescribed.’ ’ 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR §stated 
that he had been in communication with 
Lord James as to his Amendments on the 
subject of personal service. The Govern- 
ment had determined to appoint a Com- 
mittee to inquire and advise as to any 
amendment of the law and procedure 
relating to personal service of County 
Court process, so as, on the one hand, to 
put an end to the charges of injustice and 
oppression which were alleged to arise, 
and, on the other hand, to prevent un- 
reasonable expense. An amending Act 
would be necessary next session in order 
to make provision, without which the 
present Bill would be unworkable, and 
the subject of Lord James’s Amendment 
would be brought before Parliament for 
discussion in that way. 


sill read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendments : Further Amendment 
(Privilege) made: Bill passed and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING BILL [H.1.] 

A Bill toamend the Merchant Shipping 
Acts, 1894 to 1900, was presented by 
the Lord Wolverton ; read 1*; and to be 
printed. (No. 210.) 


House adjourned at half - past 
Eleven o’clock, tiil To-morrow, 


Two o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 10th August, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 





Dover Corporation Bill; Hainault 
Forest Bili; Kingston-upon-Hull Cor- 
poration Bill; Coventry Electric Tram- 
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ways Bill; Seaforth and Sefton Junction 
Railway Bill. Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Bangor Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


Hastings Harbour District Railway 
Bill [Lords] (King’s Consent signified). 
Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


Mid- Yorkshire Tramways Bill [Lords]: 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


North Western Electricity and Power- 
Gas Bill [Lords] (by Order). Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Auchterarder Town Council Order 
Confirmation.—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to the Burgh of Auchter- 
arder, ordered to be brought in by The 
Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor-General 
for Scotland- 


Auchterarder Town Council Order 
Confirmation Bill. “To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legis- 
lation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to the Burgh of Auchterarder,” 
presented accordingly ; and ordered to 
be considered to-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(No. 2) BILL. 


@Petition from Kensington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MOTOR-CARS BILL [LORDS. ] 


Petition from Chiswick, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Kettering, 
and Enfield Highway ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 
Copy presented, of Statistics of Pro- 
ceedings under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Acts, 1897 and 1900, and the 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, during 
the year 1902 [by Command}; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COAL SUPPLIES (ROYAL COMMISSION). 
Copy presented, of First Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the subject of the Coal Resources of the 
United Kingdom. Vol. I. Report. 
Vol. II, Minutes of Evidence and 
Appendix. Vol. III., Supplement [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ADVERTISEMENTS (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 9th March ; Mr. Bryce}; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
323.] | 





| 

SECONDARY EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). | 
Copy presented, of Report for the year | 
1903 by Sir Henry Craik, K.C.B. (by) 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. | 


PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1897. 


Copy presented, of Order of the Local | 


Government Board for Scotland con- 
stituting the Local Authority of the 
Burgh of Glasgow, the Port Local 
Authority of the Port of Glasgow [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (UNITED 
KINGDOM). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 
for the United Kingdom in each of the 
last fifteen years from 1888 to 1902, 
Fiftieth Number [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COLONIAL STATISTICS. 


Copy presented, of Statistical Tables 
relating to the Colonial and other Pos- 
sessions of the United Kingdom. Part 
XXVI. for the year 1901 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (COLONIES). 


Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 
for the Colonial and other Possessions 
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| of the United Kingdom in each of the 
‘last fifteen years from 1888 to 1902, 
| Fortieth Number [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS AND LIGHT RAILWAYS 
(STREET AND ROAD). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No. 324.] 


HARBOUR AUTHORITIES. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 13th August, 1901 ; Mr. Gerald 
Balfour|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 325.] 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE, 1902. 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 


relating to the proposed publication of 


the Report of the Proceedings of the 
Colonial Conference in London in 1902 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 
Copy presented, of Return of Proceed- 
ings during the months of March and 
April, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI. 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of licence granted to 
Michael Connell, a convict, permitting 
him to be at large, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in 
Schedule A of the Penal Servitude Act, 
1864 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 595 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3056 and 3057 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE BILL. 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum ex- 





planatory of the provisions of the Penal 
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Servitude Bill.” —( Mr. 
Douglas.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
326. ] 


Secretary Akers 


ASSESSMENTS (COUNTIES, CITIES, AND 
BURGHS) (SCOTLAND). 

Return ordered, “showing the total 
amounts of assessments collected by 
County Councils and by councils of 
cities and burghs in Scotland for the 
year ended the 15th day of May, 1902, 
with the total cost of collection, and the 
cost of collection per cent., of assessments 


in each county, city, and burgh.”—(Sir 


J, Stirling-Maxwell.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIR- 
CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Public Works Loan Commissioners and 
Volunteer Corps. 

Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that the 
Public Works Loan Commissioners 
decline to give any particulars of the 
fees charged by them to Volunteer corps 
in respect of loans for the purpose of 
acquiring drill halls or other premises 
for the use of the corps; and that in a 
recent case of the headquarters at 
Reading of the Ist Volunteer Battalion 
Berkshire Regiment their fees amounted 
to £14 3s. 6d. on a loan of £2,017; and, 
if so, whether he will make representa- 
tions to the Commissioners in the interest 
of the Volunteer forces. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
have made inquiries into the right hon. 
Gentleman’s complaint concerning the 
fees charged by the Public Works Loan 
Commissioners in respect of the loans 
referred to in the Question. Under the 
provisions of the Public Works Loans 
Act of 1875, and the regulations made 
thereunder, fees are chargeable in respect 
of all loans made by the Board. I 
gather that the fees, payable in respect 
of transactions of the kind mentioned by 
the right hon. Gentleman, are fixed by 
the Commissioners according to the 
amount of the loan and the legal work 
and correspondence involved; such fees 
never exceeding, and frequently being 
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considerably below, the fees on rate- 
secured loans. I am informed that 
neither the Act nor the regulations 
require the Commissioners to give par- 
ticulars as to how their fees are arrived 
at, and that in practice they always 
decline to furnish the information. 


(Questions. 


Preferential Tariffs—Import of Wool into 
Canada. 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can say whether 
merino wool is admitted free into Canada, 
irrespective of its source of origin ; and 
if wool that competes with Canadian 
wool, coming from Australasia, is entitled 
to the preferential tariff granted to similar 
wools coming from Great Britain. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
As regards the first part of the Question, 
if, as | presume is thé case, merino wool 
is not produced in Canada, it is admitted 
free, if not futher manufactured than 
being washed. Australasia is not 
entitled to the preferential tariff. 


First Imposition and Yield of Duty on 
Cocoa Butter. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he will say when the duty 
on cocoa butter was first imposed, and 
what has been its total yield to 3lst July, 
1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The duty 
on imported cocoa butter was first im- 
posed on the 7th August, 1896, and 
yielded, from that date to the 31st 
ultimo, £20,877. 


Experiments on Living Animals for Pur- 
poses of Justice. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether a Judge of the 
High Court has in any, and, if so, in 
what case or cases, exercised the power 
conferred on him by Section 12 of the 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876, by ordering 
experiments to be made on living animals 
for the purposes of justice in a criminal 
case. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The only case of this nature of 
which I have any record is one in which a 


Z 
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Scotch Judge made an order in 1883 with 
the view of ascertaining the nature of a 
poison alleged to have been dispensed by 
mistake. 


Publication of Redistribution Maps. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department when it may be expected 
that the redistribution maps which 
were ordered in an early part of the 
session, and are understood to be in pre- 
paration by the Ordnance Survey Depart- 
ment, will be distributed to the Members 
of this House, in order to provide 
material for Members, as invited by the 
Prime Minister, to prepare and suggest a 
definite plan of redistribution; and 
whether he will state the cause of the 
delay, and if the delay extends beyond 
the next registration period, whether he 
will have the figures of the electorates | 


Questions. 








which are to be shown on the maps | 
brought down to date. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) I am informed by the printers | 
that the maps will be ready for distri-| 
bution in the course of a few days. In| 
view of the nature of the work involved | 
in preparing them, I do not think there | 
can be said to have been any delay in the | 
matter. 


| 

Land in rear of Natural History — 
Museum. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
To ask the hon. Member for West Derby- 
shire, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, if he can state what 
is being done with the land at the back 
of the Natural History Museum, South 
Kensington, lying between Exhibition 
Road and Queen’s Gate ; how long the 
sheds and huts now on it are to remain ; 
and if the ground can be preserved as an 
open space. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) The 
land above named is being temporarily 
used, principally for the accommodation 
of the several branches of the Board of 
Education, and will be required for that 
purpose for some time to come, probably 
not less than five years. The sheds and 
huts will therefore have to remain on the 
land for that time. In all probability the 
ground will not be available for preserva- 
tion as an open space, as constant demands 
are made for additional accommodation 
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Mail Contracts—Obligations during War. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB — (Great 
Yarmouth): To ask the Postmaster. 
General if he can state whether existing 
postal contracts bind steamship companies 
concerned to continue the mail service 
under all circumstances, war included, 
during the term contracted for ; and, if 
not, whether a state of war would ter- 
minate the obligation of the companies 
to perform the mail service contracted 
for. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
It would be obviously impossible io make 
contracts which would, in terms, bind 
packet companies to continue their ser- 
vices ‘‘under all circumstances, war 
included.” On the other hand, no stipu- 
lations are introduced with the view of 
releasing contractors on the outbreak of 
war. <A state of war might or might 
not affect the performance of any indi- 


| vidual contract, but would not necessarily 


terminate it. 


Telegraph Messengers at Edinburgh and 
Dundee—Payment for Sunday Work. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To ask 

the Posmaster-General whether he is 

aware that the adult night telegraph 
messengers employed at Edinburgh and 

Dundee are not paid for Sunday duty ; 

znd whether he can arrange to have the 


| alleged grievance redressed. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The weekly wages of the adult night 
telegraph messengers at Edinburgh and 
Dundee include payment for Sunday 
duty. 


Miscarriage of Letter Containing Postal 
Order. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Postmaster-General if he will state what 
efforts have been made for the recovery 
of a letter containing a postal order for 
twenty shillings, posted at West Calder 
on 13th June last and addressed to Mr. 
James Wylie, 27, City Street, Belfast. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The missing letter referred to by the 
hon. Member appears to have been posted 
on the 13th January last, not on the 
13th June as stated in the Question. 
Inquiry has been made at each of the 
post offices through which the letter 
would pass, and also at the returned 
letter offices at Edinburgh, Glasgow, 
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Dublin, and Belfast, but no trace of the | informed in May by his Majesty’s Chargé 
letter can be found. I understand that | d’Affuires at Peking that the Viceroy of 
the sender of the letter is the sub-post-| India would appoint Commissioners to 
master of West Calder, and that he did | meet the Chinese and Tibetan representa- 
not keep any record of the number of the | tives at Khambajong for the settlement 
stal order, and cannot say whether he | of pending questions. No other communi- 
filled in the name of the payee, but that | cations have passed at Peking on the sub- 
in any case he did not fill in the name | ject of the negotiations. 
of the paying office. The postal orders 
for twenty shillings issued at W est} Retirement of Mr. Consul Longford. 
Calder on the 13th January have al’ | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
been paid, but on examination none 0 E.) : To ask the Under-Secretary of State 


them can at present be identified as that | for Foreign Affairs whether he has in- 


es : re: | quired into the retirement of Mr. Consul 
missing letter. I prope, however, to | Longford, and whether that gentleman 
make further inquiry into the matter. | can be reinstated in the Consular Service 
Trunk Telephonic Communication in the | at some suitable post. 

South of Ireland. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E.) : | (Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether | Japan Service is entirely distinct from 
he is aware that a resolution has been re- | the General Consular Service, and Mr. 
cently adopted by the Cork Industrial | Longford had no reason to expect a post 
Development Association directing at- | outside Japan. When, however, he was 
tention to the fact that the want of trunk | unwilling to return to Japan he was 
telephonic communication in the south of | offered Manilla, but declined to go there. 
Ireland is seriously hindering Irish trade ; | It remained open to him to return to 
and, if so, whether he will take steps to | Nagasaki or to retire, and he chose the 
place Ireland upon an equality with Eng- | latter alternative. 
land in the matter of telephonic com | 
munication. | Relations ane, agus China and 

n . 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | tz. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Thave received from the hon. Member and | Secretary of State for India if he will 
from the Cork _ industrial a | state what is the present position of affairs 
Association copies of the resolution re- | ,. regards the progress of the Commission 
. arranged for by the Indian Government 
glad to consider any requests for the | 5, proceed into Tibet to enter into certain 
| negotiations with Chinese and Tibetan 
| authorities; what are the terms that 
| these Indian Commissioners are to demand 
|from the Tibetan Government, and can 
Demands of Indian Government on Dalai- | the copy of the instructions under which 
Lama of Lhassa—Action of Foreign Office. our Commissioners are acting be laid 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : | "P°” the Table before Parliament rises ; 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for | What is the extent of the military escort 
Foreign Affairs what part, if any, has the | "©W stationed at Tangu ; is that force in- 
Foreign Office, through its representative tended to proceed into Tibetan territory 
at Peking, taken in urging the Chinese | '™ support of those Commissioners ; and 
Government to put pressure on the under what circumstances would such 
Tibetan authorities in support of the | Vasion of foreign territory be entered 
demands which the Indian Government | UPO?- 
is making on the Dalai-Lama of Lhassa. 


in Ireland on the same conditions as are 
applicable to such extensions in other parts 
of the United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 

(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The | Hamilton.) I have nothing to add to the 
attention of the hon. Member has, no} long statement which I made on the 
doubt, been called to the answer of the | subject on the 6th instant, in reply to a 
Secretary of State for India on the 6th | Question by the hon. Member for West 
instant.t The Chinese Government were | Denbighshire.+ 








+ See page 131. +See page 131. 
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Capital for Indian Railways subscribed (Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
in this Country. The 30th September was fixed by the 


Mr. KIMBER: To ask the Secretary 
of State for India what is the amount of 
British capital subscribed in this country 
at 3 per cent. and other low rates, and 
employed by the Secretary of State as 
capital in India for railways which yield 
rates of interest or dividends exceeding 
the borrowing rate, and amounting in 
some cases to upwards of 6 per cent. ; 
what is the total amount of the dividends 
and interest earned over and above the 
3 per cent. or other rate which the 
money costs in this country, and is it 
credited to the Indian or to the British 
exchequer ; and will he say if it is more 
or less than any increase of cost of 
British soldiers in India, apart from the 
security and peace given to India by the 
presence of a British Army. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The capital raised in this 
country for Indian railways has been 
subseribed at various rates, through 
various agencies, and under a great 
variety of conditions. In many cases the 
capital for a line has been provided 
partly in this country and partly in India 
in rupees. I am therefore unable to 
answer my hon. friend’s Question in its 
present form; but information as to the 
net revenue derived by the Indian 
Government from  failways will be 
found on page 22 of the Explana- 
tory Memorandum recently presented 
to Parliament. It will be seen that 
it amounted to £846,616 in 1901-2, 
and to £160,600 in 1902-3 (revised 
estimate), and that in the Budget for 
1903-4 it is estimated at £40,900. 


Education Rates in Wales—Fixing of 
“ Appointed Day.” 

Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he isaware that most 
of the County Councils in Wales have 
provisionally adopted 30th September as 
the day to bring the Education Act into 
operation, and have levied an increased 
rate in view of the expenses which will 
devolve upon the Councils from that 
date, and that it is now in contempla- 
tion to defer the date ; and if so, will he 
make inquiries as to the necessity of any 
longer delay in the matter. 





Board of Education as the appointed day 
for most County Councils who did not 
desire to bring the Education Act into 
operation before that date, provisionally 
on no difficulty arising which should 
necessitate a postponement. County 
Councils desirous of postponing an 
appointed day once fixed will neces- 
sarily state their reasons for requesting 
a postponement. 


German Official Export Returns—Basis of 
Calculation. 

Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the values of German 
exports in German official tables are 
based upon the conventional prices of the 
articles exported, determined by a 
board of expert valuers in the pay of 
the German Government; and, if 50, 
whether the values so determined are 
based upon the prices actually paid to 
the exporter by the foreign purchaser 
or upon the prices charged for similar 
articles in the home market to the 
German consumers. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) Yes, 
Sir. The values of the German exports 
are determined annually by an official 
valuation commission, and they are 
stated to represent the values paid by 
the foreign buyers to the German sellers 
at the place of production of the goods 
plus freight or other charges up to the 
German frontier. 


Social Condition of the Island of Lewis. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the Lord Advocate, in view of the 
fact that the Government have with- 
drawn the Congested Districts (Scotland) 
(No. 2) Bill, will the Secretary for 
Scotland state how and when he pro 
poses to deal with the recommendations 
contained in the Report on the social 
condition of the Island of Lewis. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The Secretary for Scotland greatly regrets 
the necessity for withdrawing the Bill, 
and it will undoubtedly hamper him 
seriously in his efforts to improve the 
condition of matters in the Island of 
Lewis. Until theSecretary for Scotland 
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receives the Report to which reference 
was made in reply to the Question of 
the hon. Member on 29th July? he cannot 
form aN opinion as to what he will be 
able to do, and what it will be im- 
possible for him to manage. 


Causeway over the Ayre, Longhope. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : To ask the Lord Advocate 
if he will state the estimated cost of the 
causeway over the Ayre, Longhope, sub- 


} mitted on behalf of the district com- 


mittee to the Congested Districts Board 
at the time the construction of the 
Longhope Pier was sanctioned ; if any 
plans were submitted to the Board, and 
ii the work is being carried out in 
accordance with. same ; and if any pro- 
vision is made for a boat slip for the 
convenience of fishermen requiring to 
cross the causeway. 


(daswered by Mr... Graham Murray.) (1) 
The estimated cost of this causeway was 
stated in 1899 to be £800. (2) It was 
part of the bargain when the grant for 
Longhope Pier was sanctioned, that the 
causeway was to be made by local effort, 
and no grant for the causeway has been 
made. (3) Plans were submitted by the 
county surveyor. (4) Nosuggestion that 
a boat slip is required seems to have been 
made so far as the Secretary for Scotland 
is informed. 


Regulations as to Importation of Dogs. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the hon. Member for North 
Hunts, as representing the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, whether he 
has considered the representations of Mr. 


| Sewell, the veterinary surgeon employed 





by the Board for the isolation of im- 
ported dogs, that dogs might without 
tisk be detained at their owners’ homes, 
if subject to regular examination by a 
qualified veterinary surgeon during a 
period of three months ; whether he is 
aware that the present regulations have 
imposed and are imposing inconvenience 
and pecuniary loss on many invalid 
persons who have been accustomed to 
take pet dogs abroad ; and whether the 
Board will withdraw both the present 
and the former regulations and make a 





+ See (4) Debates, exxvi., 687. 
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new order on the lines suggested by Mr. 
Sewell, with a view of lessening the 
motives for smuggling dogs, and of 
greatly increasing the penalties for any 
infraction of such order, and thus ot 
minimising the risk of introducing 
rabies, 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes.) We 
have only been made aware, very 
generally, of the nature of Mr. Sewell’s 
suggestions to which the hon. Member 
refers. If he will submit them to us in 
writing and in more detailed form, my 
noble friend will be glad to give them 
careful consideration. 


Grievances of Royal Irish Constabulary. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland when it is intended 
to introduce legislation dealing with the 
recommendations of the Commission which 
sat to inquire into the grievances of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary as to pay and 
pension. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Effect 
has been given to such of the recommend- 
ations of the Committee as do not involve 
legislation. I cannot fix a date for the 
introduction of the latter. 


Payment of Teaching Fees at Corryglass 
West Evening School. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will explain why the fees 
accruing for the teaching of the Corry- 
glass West Evening School, District 13, 
Roll No. 3,793, have not yet been paid. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Commissioners of National Education 
state that the inspector’s report on this 
school is of a most unsatisfactory char- 
acter, and that he declines to recommend 
any grant of fees. He describes the 
reading, composition, and arithmetic 
as “bad,” and writing and spelling as 
only “middling.” These are the only 
subjects taught. As the work done in the 
school is worthless, no fees will be paid, 
and the school will be removed from the 
list of evening schools. 
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Refusals of Irish Local Government Board | (Answered by Mr. Sceretary Brodrick.) 
to sanction Increase of Salary to | The points raised in the Question 
Dispensary Doctors. _. ,, |¢annot be answered without reference 
Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 7 To | ty the general officer commanding the 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | troops in Egypt. A letter has accord- 

tenant of Ireland why the Local Govern. | ingly been despatched, asking for the 

ment Board have refused in several | necessary information. 

instances recently, to sanction an increase | 


of salary granted to dispensary doctors | — 
Y g U A maliland. 
by boards of guardians. | Future Operations in a 


| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask the 
| Secretary of State for War whether the 
(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Every | communications received from General 
application for an increase of salary| Egerton have yet enabled the War 
receives the careful consideration of the | Office to arrive at a decision as to the 
Local Government Board, and in any | future operations to be undertaken in 
case in which the Board refuses to | Somaliland; and whether he can under- 
sanction an increase the reasons are fully | take to communicate the decision of the 
communicated to the ‘board of guardians | Government to the House before the 
concerned. If the hon. Member will give | Second Reading of the Appropriation 
a reference to the particular case in which | Bill, 
he is interested, the reasons upon which 
the Board’s decision was based will be} (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodvick.) 
ascertained. The communications received from 
General Egerton have not yet enabled 
Royal Visit to Ireland—Holiday for Bank | ‘he Government to arrive at a decision 
Officials in Country Districts. concerning future operations in Somali- 
Dr. THOMPSON : To ask the Chief land ; further communications - are 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of |@Waited. I am not therefore in a 
Ireland if he can explain why a bank | Position to reply to the second part of 
holiday was denied to the bank officials | the Question. 
in Irish country districts during the 








recent visit of His Majesty to Ireland, Length of Training of Militia. 
while it was granted in the cities the} Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Secre- 
King visited. tary of State for War, if, considering the 


fact that five days are at present ex- 
tracted from the twenty-seven days 
training of the Militia by the included 
Sundays and the date of arrival and 
dismissal after training of the men, he 
will next year increase the length of 
training to forty-two days, as recom- 
mended by the late Royal Commission. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
days on which the King visited the 
cities referred to were observed as a bank 
holiday for the convenience of banking 
business in these cities. The same con- 
sideration did not apply to the business 
of banks elsewhere. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 

Contracts for Supply of Army in Egypt. | It would be premature to discuss such a 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): To | Question until the Royal Commission 
ask the Secretary of State for War | now sitting has reported. 
whether contracts have been entered | 
into for the supply of the army of Report on Barrack work of Royal 
occupation in Egypt for a longer period Engineers. 
than the six months prescribed in the Mr. MCKENNA: To ask the Secretary 
regulations of the 23rd June of this| of State for War whether the Com- 
year; and, if so, will he state the| mittee appointed to inquire into the 
circumstances under which such| barrack work of the Royal Engineers 
contracts have been concluded, and if | has presented a Report; if so, whether 
tenders were invited from all those | that Report will be laid upon the Table; 
firms who are usually in competition | and whether any action has been taken 
for Government orders at Cairo. | on it. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The inquiry was a departmental inquiry 
and it has not been decided to publish 
the Report. The recommendations have 
been very carefully considered, and 
action is being taken upon it. 


Exports to the Colonies—Increases due 


Wars. 
Mr. WHITLEY THOMSON (York- 
shire, W.R., Skipton): To ask the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
will state, for the years 1900, 1901, and 
1902, what are the amounts of increases 
in the exports to the colonies, due to 
wars in South Africa, Nigeria, and else- 
where, specifying the amounts of the 
increase to each colony. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I cannot undertake to say to what 
extent the increases in the exports to the 
colonies are due to the wars in South 
Africa, Nigeria, and elsewhere; but it 
may interest the hon. Member to know 
that the value of the exports of the 
produce and manufactures of the United 
Kingdom to the South and West African 
Colonies respectively for the last five 


years have been as _ under :—South 
Africa, 1898, £12,199,810; 1899, 
£11,370,125 ; 1900, £12,757,875 ; 1901, 
£17,154,580 ; 1902, £24,436,739. West | 
Africa, 1898, £1,999,445 ; 1899, | 
£2,116,080; 1900, £2,148,149; 1901, | 


£2,347,319 ; 1902, £2,737,486. 


Medical and Veterinary Officers with the 
Northern Nigeria Force. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he will state how 
many medical officers and veterinary 


| surgeons were serving with the Northern 


Nigeria Force during the month of June 
last; and what were the total casualties 
of that force in action in the months of 
April, May, and June. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Cham! erlain.) | 


The establishment of the medical de- 
partment in Northern Nigeria whose 
duties include attendance on_ both 


the military and the civil officials, contains | 
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expeditionary force was formally broken 
up in March, and the small body of troops 
which has since been in the field has been 
engaged in the pursuit of the ex-Sultan of 
Sokoto. I have no information as to the 
number of medical officers or veterinary 
surgeons attached to this small force. In 
answer to the second part of the Question, 
the casualties in action during April, 
May, and June, were three British officers 
slightly wounded ; one British non-com- 
missioned officer severely wounded ; four 
native rank and file killed, four severely 
wounded, and seventy-seven slightly 
wounded. These include an engagement, 
the date of which is not precisely known, 
and may have been early in July. 


Questions. 


Sugar Convention—Number of White 
opulation of West Indies who will 
benefit. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, will he state the 
approximate number of white British 
subjects in the West Indies whom His 
Majesty’s Government anticipate will 
benefit under the Sugar Convention ; and 
whether he has any particulars of the 
mortgages on the estates of the sugar 
planters and the number of absentee 
landlords. 





| 
(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I have not the information necessary to 
answer the hon. Member’s Question. In 
some of the West Indian Colonies no 
regular census was taken in 1901, owing 
to inability to bear the cost, and reference 
|to cases in which a census was taken 
shows that as a rule no enumeration is 
made by colour. I may add that the 
Sugar Convention is intended to benefit 
the coloured British subjects in the West 
Indies, who form the overwhelming 
majority of the population, quite as much 
as the white. I have no particulars of 
| mortgages on sugar estates or of absentee 
| landlords. 





QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Recovery of Boer Bibles. 


| Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 





twenty-seven medical ofticers, of whom, | shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
owing to the absence of the remainder | of State for War whether he can state 
on leave, about eighteen are usually in | how many Bibles that were looted from 
the protectorate. The Kano-Sokoto | Boer farms by British or Colonial troops 
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during the late war have been received 
and restored to their owners in response 
to Lord Roberts’s Memorandum on the 
su bject. 


Questions. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Lord Roberts has taken this 
matter up privately—not officially. I 
am not aware of the results. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General whether, in order 
to induce the restoration of Bibles looted 
from Boer farms in response to Lord 
Roberts’s Memorandum on the subject, 
he can promise that persons voluntarily 
giving up the same will not be prose- 
cuted for receiving stolen goods, knowing 
the same to have been stolen. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FInLay, Inverness Burghs): | 
think the hon. Gentleman may dismiss 
from his mind any apprehension that 
any promise of the kind will be necessary. 


Somaliland—Ammunition. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
is the nature of the ammunition with 
greater stopping power which has been 
sent to Somaliland; and whether he 
will give directions that any hon. Mem- 
ber who applies shall be supplied with 
specimens of the ammunition. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The ammunition 
sent to Somaliland is Mark V. I am 
afraid that I cannot agree to supply 
specimens as suggested, but I will have 
a sample bullet sent to the tea-room. 


Sirk WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): Does “stopping power” 
mean “ killing power ”’ ? 


[No answer was returned. } 


‘Blessing the Colours”—Roman Catholic 
Ecclesiastics. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
under what conditions or regulations are 
Roman Catholic ecclesiastics invited to 
bless military flags; is this invitation 
extended in the case of the presentation 
of all new colours to Roman Catholic 
ecclesiastics ; if not, is it extended in all 
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| 





672 


cases to Protestant clergymen ; are there 
any cases in which Protestant clergymen 
are invited, in which Roman Catholic 
clergymen are not invited ; in how many 
cases in the last ten years have Protestant 
clergymen been asked to bless colours 
when Roman Catholics were not invited, 
and in how many were Roman Catholies 
invited to participate with Protestant 
clergymen ; were Roman Catholic clergy- 
men ever asked to officiate without the 
attendance of Protestant clergymen ; 
under what circumstances was the Bishop 
of Cork asked to bless colours along with 
a Protestant clergyman on the occasion of 
His Majesty’s visit to Cork, when an Irish 
regiment, mainly Roman Catholic, was 
presented with regimental colours by the 
King ; and would the War Oftice, before 
issuing such invitations, endeavour to 
ascertain the conditions upon which alone 
Roman Catholic ecclesiastics can officiate 
on such ceremonies. 


Questions. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The arrangements 
for the consecration of regimental colours 
are in the hands of the general officer com- 
manding and the officer commanding the 
regiment. Where the regiment is an Irish 
one, the representative of the Roman 
Catholic Church is usually invited by the 
commanding ofticer to take the consecration, 
the Anglican chaplain taking a share in 
the ceremony by agreement, as representa- 
tive of the Protestants in the regiment. 
The statistics for which the hon. Member 
asks could not be obtained without 
considerable trouble. As regards the 
particular case mentioned, the Bishop 
of Cork offered personally to perform 
the ceremony, but at the last moment, 
realising that the ceremony was to be 
mixed, declined to take part and refused 
to allow any of his priests to officiate. In 
the case of the Irish Guards the Roman 
Catholic priest performed the dedication 
and then withdrew ; and subsequently 
the Chaplain-General performed his part 
of the ceremony. 

What is a 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


| “ mixed consecration ” 4 





* Mr. BRODRICK : A mixed consecra- 
tion is one at which the representatives 
of both Churches attend, and the repre- 
sentative of the Roman Catholic Church 
takes one part of the ceremony and the 
representative of the Protestant Church 
the other. 
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673 Questions. 


Imperial Irish Yeomanry. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he will 
state by whom and under what warrant 
or authority a body of Yeomanry, called 
Imperial Irish Yeomanry, have been 
raised in County Limerick, where this 
body is training, and who is in command ; 
and whether the person enlisting for this 
corps receives a capitation grant ; and, if 
so, how much. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : This body is being 
raised under the Militia Act, 1882, and 
the Militia and Yeomanry Act, 1902, 
by its commanding officer, Lieutenant- 
Colonel Lord Waterford. The regiment 
is being trained at the Curragh. The 
usual capitation grant of £3 will be 
granted to the regiment for efficients. 


Government Contractors—Underwood 
and Son. 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): 1 beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
Messrs. Underwood and Son, hay dealers, 
were struck off the list of contractors 
to the War Office; that they subse- 
quently tendered through the firm of 
Bennett and Son, and that they have 
since contracted through tbe firm of 
Prentis, of Great Tower Street, for com- 
pressed fodder, the last lot of 200 tons 
of which was condemned; and, if so, 
will he say what the War Office propose 
to do in the matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: When the contract 
was made there was no reason whatever 
for supposing that Mr. Prentis had any 
connection with Messrs. Underwood. The 
fodder referred to has been sold and the 
difference between its cost to the public 
and the amount realised by its sale will 
be recovered from the contractor. Mr. 
Prentis will be removed from the list. 


Savings Banks Bill. 
Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
1 beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether it is intended to 
proceed with the Savings Banks Bill re 
ferred toin His Majesty’s Speech at the 
opening of Parliament. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. RKitcuig, Croydon): 
No, Sir, it has not been found possible 
to proceed with this B.ll. 
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Holloway Prison. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, seeing that 
the original intention was that the 
prison at Holloway should merely be 
used as a house of detention, and having 
regard to his promises in the matter 
and to the character of the neighbour- 
hood, he has been able to arrange that 
no further death sentences shall be 
carr.ed out there. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Akers DouaGtas, Ken*, St. Augustine’s): 
I have, as, promised, considered this 
matter very carefully in all its aspects. 
The only other promise I have made on 
the subject was to the effect that, unless 
means were found by which the death 
sentence could be carried out at Hollo- 
way Prison in such a manner that no 
part of the proceedings could be seen 
from anywhere outside, executions would 
not be continued at that prison. As I 
stated the other day, I believe such 
means can be found; and I am not 
prepared to alter the arrangement by 
which in London the death -entences 
on women (which are, I am happy to 
say, few) will be carried out at Holloway 
Prison. 


Workmen's Trains on the South Eastern 
and Chatham Railway. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that the South Eastern and 
Chatham Railway Companies are not 
carrying out the obligations imposed upon 
them by the Act of 1899 to run an 
efficient service of traigg; that there are 
several stations withinthe twenty miles 
radius at which no workmen’s tickets are 
issued, and that persons holding workmen’s 
tickets are not allowed to return from 
Ludgate Hill station ; and, if so, will he 
state what steps he proposes to take 
against these companies for non- 
compliance with the Act of Parliament. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALrour, Leeds, 
Central): Representations in this matter 
have been made to the Board of Trade, 
who have communicated thereon with the 


_Managing Committee of the Railway 
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Companies. The Committee take the 
view that there is no reasonable necessity 
for the issue of workmen’s tickets at 
those stations (within a radius of twenty 
miles) at which they are not already 
issued. Whether the Committee are 
right in contending that a sufficient ser- 
vice, as prescribed by the special Act of 
1899, is already supplied, would be for 
inquiry in the manner provided by 
Section 32 of that Act. If representa- 
tions of the nature there prescribed are 
made to the Board, I will cause a hearing 
to be held. As regards Ludgate Hill 
station, the Companies state that great 
complaint was formerly made of the over- 
crowding on the small platforms at this 
station, involving danger to the crowds 
collected there, and they suggest that it 
is in the interests of all concerned that 
the present arrangement whereby holders 
of workmen’s return tickets are required 
to travel from neighbouring stations, 
instead of from Ludgate Hill, should 
remain undisturbed. This contention 
appears primi fucic reasonable. 


Questions, 





Belgian Sugar Legislation. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the Bill which has been introduced 
into the Belgian Parliament with 
reference to sugar and sugar products 
under the Convention, and, if so, will he 
state whether the rates on the import of 
confectionery from this country have been 
fixed in accordance with Article III. ; and, 
if not, does the Government propose to 
take any steps in the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
seen the Bill referred to by the hon. 
Member. The point as to whether the 
measure is in acc&@ with the Convention 
is one for the consideration of the 
Permanent Commission 


Trade Statistics. 

Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether, in view of the 
fact that the Royal Commission on Trade 
Depression reported in 1886 that the 
declared value of imports and exports in 
1873 and 1883 compared with the com- 
puted values (on the assumption that the 
values of the whole trade are affected by 
differences in prices as are the values of 
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enumerated articles) were as follows, 
viz., in the year 1873 actual values 
£626,000,000, and in the year 1883 
actual values £667,000,000, values com- 
puted at prices of 1873, £861,000,000, he 
could give figures on the same basis for 
the years 1893 and 1902. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 
give the figures in the precise form asked 
for without exhaustive investigation. 
The Board of Trade have, however, cal- 
culated an Index number showing the 
average level of general prices in each 
year since 1871, and the following figures 
based on that estimate may be of interest 
to my hon. friend. Declared value of 
imports and exports in 1893 £682,000,000; 
ditto in 1902 £878,000,000. Approxi- 
mate computed value of imports and 
exports at 1873 values on the assumption 
that the average value of the articles of 
our foreign trade has followed the general 
movement of prices of commodities as 
shown by the Board of Trade Index 
number, in 1893, £1,029,009,000; in 
1902, £1,323,000,000. If the above 
method were applied to the figures of 
1883 the result would be £821,000,000. 
It is to be remembered that the level of 
prices in 1873 was higher than in any 
year since 1826. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): Can the right hon. Gentle- 
man give the imports and _ exports 
separately on the same basis ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes; that 
can be done. 


West Hampstead Telephone Service. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that inhabitants in the 
Cricklewood and Brondesbury districts 
of West Hampstead are anxious to 
use the Post Office telephone service ; 
that the general manager of the tele- 
phone department has been written to 
with a view to have the telephone laid on 
to the houses while the road is up, and 
that no satisfactory cause of the delay 
has been given ; and, if so, whether, con- 
sidering that the ratepayers will be put 
to unnecessary expense if the road is 
repaired before the telephones are sup- 
plied to the houses, he will see that they 
are supplied without any undue delay. 














b 


p 
M 


un 
ma 
am 
the 


Ch 
of 

ten 
del 
pur 
hol 
wit 
anc 


neg 




















677 Questions. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): The Hampstead Exchange, which 
will serve the district referred to by the 
hon. Member, will, it is hoped, be opened 
at the end of the year. The underground 
wires for the service of a considerable 
part of the area to be served have already 
been provided, and no difficulty is antici- 
pated in providing the lines of the hon, 
Member and other subscribers now await- 
ing connection, by the time the Exchange 
is ready. Iam making inquiry as to the 
particular work in the roadway referred 
to in the Question. No expense is, how- 
ever, caused to ratepayers in connection 
with the laying of Post Office wires under 
roadways. If the Postmaster-General 
breaks up a road, he has to restore the 
surface, or at least pay for its restoration. 


Discharged Invalid Maryborough 
Convicts. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
[beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that discharged invalid convicts 
from Maryborough Convict Prison have 
been sent tothe Mountmellick Workhouse 
and become chargeable upon the local 
rates ; and, if so, whether he will state by 
whose order those convicts have been so 
sent, and why they were not deported to 
their native unions, or to those in which 
they were located at the time of their 
conviction. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKtNson, Londonderry, 
N., for Mr. WynpHAm): The facts, I 
understand, are correctly stated. I am 
making further inquiry in the matter 
and would ask the hon. Member to repeat 
the Question on Wednesday next. 


Evicted Tenants and the Land Bill. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the fact of an evicted 
tenant being in possession of a holding 
debars him under the Land Bill from 
purchasing a larger and more valuable 
holding from which he had been evicted 
within the last twenty-five years, or 
another farm of equivalent value. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM) : 
The answer to this Question is in the 
negative, 
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Dalkey Polling District. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., §.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to resolutions 
of the Dalkey and Killiney Councils in 
favour of the establishment of a revision 
Court at Dalkey ; and, if so, whether, 
seeing that the present system of holding 
at Kingstown the revision Court for the 
Dalkey Polling District causes incon- 
venience and loss to the labouring classes 
owing to the distance of the Court from 
the Killiney and Dalkey districts, he will 
now grant the revision Court asked for. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM) : 
This question has been carefully investi- 
gated by the Lord Lieutenant, who finds 
no sufficient reason for making the sug- 
gested change. 


Irish Caretakers and the Land Bill. 

Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the fact, as 
shown by the quarterly Return ending 
30th June last, that 580 tenants in 
Ireland were converted into caretakers 
under Section 7 of the Land Law (Ire- 
land) Act, 1887, he will consider the 
advisability of repealing this section, or 
in the meantime taking some other 
steps to suspend its operation pending 
the passing into law of the Land Bill at 
present before Parliament. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM) : 
The operation of this enactment could 
not be suspended without legislation. It 
is not practicable to consider the question 
of such legislation at the present period 
of the session, and my right hon. friend 
cannot give an undertaking with respect 
to a future session. 


Bundorrhagha Pier. 

Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the fact that 
during the recent visit of Their Majesties 
to the village of Bundorrhagha on Killery 
Bay, the Royal yacht could not come 
alongside the pier owing to the shallow- 
ness of the water ; and whether, consider- 
ing the inconvenience caused on such 
occasion, and the fact that the present 
pier does not extend into deep water, 
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and the advantage it would be to the 
fishermen of the village to be able to 
land fish at all tides, he will use his 
influence with the Congested Districts 
Board with a view to inducing that 
Board to extend the pier into deep 
water. 


Questions, 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WyNDHAM) : 
The locality is not in a congested district. 
The Department of Agriculture will 
inquire if the fishing industry there is 
capable of development. Until this has 
been ascertained I cannot express an 
opinion whether the local requirements 
would justify the large expenditure that 
would be involved in an extension of the 
pier to deep water. 


Irish National Teachers’ Increments. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland when the 
promised increments will be paid to the 
national teachers ; and when the revised 
programme for pupils will be issued to 
the teachers. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM) : 
The increments are in process of payment 
at present. The revised programme for 
pupils has long since been issued. Modi- 
fications of this programme will be made 
from time to time as may be found 
necessary, but the Commissioners have 
no immediate intention to issue an 
entirely new revised programme. 


Labourers’ Question in Ireland. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he proposes to 
take any evidence in connection with his 
inquiry into the labourers’ question ; and 
if so, where he proposes to receive it, or 
how it may be furnished to him, and by 
whom; and does he undertake to introduce 
legislation dealing with the question early 
next session. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WyNDHA™): 
It is not proposed to appoint a Com- 
mission to take evidence on this subject. 
The Local Government Board has already 
an abundance of information on the 
general question, but it has taken steps 
to supplement this by a series of special 
reports from its inspectors throughout 
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inquiry, I fear I cannot usefully add to 
my right hon. friend’s former statements 
on the matter. 


Mr. DELANY: Will the Local 
Government Board consult the district 
councils on the subject ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : They will be happy 
to get information and suggestions from 
any source. 


Railway and Canal Rates in Ireland. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state if 
any arrangements have been made between 
the Great Southern and Western Kail- 
way and the Grand Canal Company 
fixing the minimum rate to be charged 
for goods traffic at competitive stations, 
such as Monasterevan, Athy, Carlow, and 
Bagnalstown ; whether the Grand Canal 
Company is to receive any percentage on 
the receipts of the carrying trade to these 
railway stations ; and, if so, whether, in 
view of the necessity of keeping the 
waterways of Ireland open as competitive 
routes, and of the effect of such arrange- 
ments on means of transit, he will state 
what steps will be taken in the matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WyNDHAM): 
The Department has no knowledge of 
any arrangements such as suggested, 
and no representations have been made 
to it on the subject. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Is there any truth 


in the allegation # 


Mr. ATKINSON: We have no know- 


ledge of any arrangement of the kind. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: 


ment inquire ! 


Will the Depart- 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Department 
can only take action upon specific repre- 
sentations made to it by persons aggrieved. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: When shall I put 
down the Question as to the result ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: When the hon. 


Gentleman thinks proper. 


London Financiers and Irish Estates. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 


the country. In reply to the concluding ; to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the prospectus 
issued by a financial company in London 
with the object of acquiring Irish estates 
under the Land Bill and re-selling to 
the tenants at a profit to the money- 
lenders; and, if so, whether he will 
undertake that financial schemes of this 
character will not be allowed to be 
carried out with the use of pubtic credit 
or of public money. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WynDHAM) : 
I have not seen the prospectus referred 
to. The Land Bill affords no special 
facilities for carrying out such projects. 
On the contrary, the creation of the 
Estates Commissioners, with the powers 
conferred upon them, would seem to 
dispense with the necessity for such com- 
panies. I have no power, however, to 
interfere in the manner suggested, if the 
companies act within the law. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can nothing be 
done to prevent estates being withdrawn 
from the process of the Court? 


Mr. ATKINSON : They are bound to 
give the tenants the option of buying. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not the case 
that any outside company can come in 
and offer such a sum that the tenants 
could not pay and thus get them out of 
the road? Cannot that be stopped ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I do not think it 
is possible to prevent the landlord selling 
to a syndicate. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Would the land- 
lord receive the bonus in such a case ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Certainly not. He 
is only entitled to it if he sells either to 
the tenants or to the Estates Com- 
missioners. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: You have already 
rejected two Amendments dealing with 
this matter. 


Irish Police and Arrests for 
Drunkenness. 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
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is aware that on a night about 10.30 in 
the month of October, 1902, a young 
man named Patrick Meagher, of 
Borrisoleigh, North Tipperary, proceed- 
ing to his home was arrested by Police 
Constables Murphy and Butler and 
locked up ina cell in the barracks till the 
morning; that at Borrisoleigh Petty 
Sessions Meagher was charged with 
being drunk and incapable, that the 
Court, comprised of two resident magis- 
trates, Major Dease and Mr. Heard, on 
hearing the evidence of these two con- 
stables, in addition to that of Sergeant 
M‘Cabe, who all swore that Meagher 
was drunk, and that of Father Finn and 
seven other witnesses for the accused, 
wh.o deposed to knowing him to bea 
total abstainer, dismissed the case ; that 
(2) Constable Murphy (who is at present 
stationed at Puckane, Nenagh District) 
arrested in February of this year on a 
Sunday at Borrisoleigh a boy named 
Hammond on acharge of drunkenness, 
and that Hammond was released on_ his 
friends having him examined by Dr. 
Power, who certified to his sobriety ; and, 
if so, will he cause inquiry to be made 
into the conduct of the constables 
responsible for these arrests, with a view 
to guarding against similar occurrences 
in future. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WynpDHaM) : 
The case against Patrick Meagher was 
dismissed without prejudice. In the 
second case, the facts of which are 
correctly stated, Constable Murphy was 
severely reprimanded for his action by 
the county inspector and has been 
transferred to another district. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN : I want to protect 
my constituents against this sort of 
thing. 


Railway Rates on Irish Agricultural 
Produce. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the action of 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
in arranging local conferences in respect 
of railway rates in England; and, 
whether he is prepared to recommend 
similar action by the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland with the view of 
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securing for Irish agriculturists and 
traders more favourable rates for the 
carriage of their produce. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WyNDHAM) : 
The course suggested has already been 
adopted by the Irish Department. Con- 
ferences have taken place with repre- 
sentatives of railway companies and local 
bodies on the subject, and the Depart- 
ment is in constant communication with 
railway and shipping companies on such 
matters. The action of the Department 
has been attended by beneficial results. 


Dublin City Loans. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Corporation of Dublin 
have had to complain frequently through 
their City Treasurer of the delay of the 
Local Government Board to sanction 
advances of money made by the Cor- 
poration for schemes under the Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act ; and, if so, 
whether, seeing that these delays tend 
to discourage all applications under the 
Act, can he explain the cause of these 
delays and especially with reference to 
six applications made on 24th June last, 
which have not been sanctioned yet; 
and will he see that the Local Govern- 
ment Board give prompt attention to 
applications in future. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WyNDHA™) : 
There has been no avoidable delay on the 
part of the Board in _ sanctioning 
advances for schemes under this Act. 
The six applications referred to were 
received on the 27th June. Much 
difficulty was experienced in identifying 
the property included in the applications, 
which were sanctioned on Friday last. 


Irish Poor Law Medical Officers. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware of the 
dissatisfaction existing amongst the Lrish 
Poor Law medical officers; and, if so, 
whether he will, in the interests of the 
sick poor, consent next session to appoint 
a Royal Commission to consider the 
whole question of the administration and 
working of the Irish Poor Law service, 
including the position and grievances of 
the medical officers. 
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Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WyNDHA) : 
My right hon. friend replied to a similar 
Question by the same hon. Member on 
the 16th June.+ He has nothing to add 
to that reply except to refer to his 
statement in answer to the Question on 
Thursday last of the hon. Member for 
Kilkenny. t 


Tullamore Medical Officer. 

Dr. THOMPSON : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will explain why the 
Local Government Board for Ireland 
have informed Dr. M‘Carthy, who 
recently held for a few days the tem- 
porary appointment of medical officer of 
Tullamore dispensary, that his conduct 
in resigning the appointment would be 
inquired into by a medical inspector, and 
that if it was found he had resigned 
without sufficient cause he would be 
prohibited in future from holding any 
Poor Law appointment ; and if he will 
state under what statute or by-law the 


| Local Government Board have so acted. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM): 
Dr. M‘Carthy refused to enter upon the 
duties of the office to which he had been 
appointed with the approval of the Local 
Government Board. The Board there- 
upon requested the guardians to call 
upon him to take up his duties, and 
stated that in the event of his still 


‘refusing to do so an inquiry would be 





held into the circumstances, with a view 
to his removal from office by Sealed 
Order. The authority for the Board’s 
action in the case will be found in Sections 
8 and 16 of the Poor Relief Act of 1851. 


*Mr. DELANY: Will the right hor. 
Gentleman take steps to prevent young 
medical practitioners, willing to earn a 
livelihood, from being intimidated by 
the Irish Medical Association ? 


Belturbet Rate Collector. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will he re- 
consider his decision not to interfere in 
the case of surcharge against James 
Dolan, rate collector of Belturbet urban 
district, in view of the fact that Mr. 
Dolan has been unable to bear the 





+ See (4) Debates, exxiii., 1055. 
t See page 146. 
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expense of a madamus motion ; and will 
he direct the Local Government Board 
to hear an appeal from the auditor's 
decision in the case. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WYNDHAM) : 
The Board has already heard an appeal 
from the auditor’s surcharge in this case. 
Under Section 63 (2) (b) of the Local 
Government Act, 1898, the decision of 
the Board in the matter is final. 


Longford and Leitrim Drainage Boards. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland will he grant a Return 
showing the expenses incurred by the 
drainage boards of County Longford, and 
alsoof the Rynn and Black River Drainage 
Board in County Leitrim; and will he 
state whether in cases of non-elected 
hoards now managing districts, the owners 
of the lands in which have become peasant 
proprietors, any change will be made to 
admit representatives of tenants cn these 
hoards. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. WyNDHAM): 
The information desired in the first part 
of the Question will be communicated to 
the hon. Member. The second part of 
the Question appears to be based on a 
misconception. There are no non-elected 
drainage boards. Tenants who have 
become, or who may hereafter become 
proprietors of lands benefited by drain- 
age works, have a statutory right to vote 
in the election of drainage boards. 


Rathcline (Annally) Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he can state how 
many of the tenants on the Rathcline 
(Annally) Estate are still denied the 
rights of purchase ; and whether, in the 
case of those so remaining, he will repre- 
sent to the Receiver the advisability, 
in the interests of the estate, of accepting 
the tenants’ offers, and let the sales go 
through. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Wynp- 
HAM): I am awaiting a report from the 
Land Judge’s Court in this matter. 
Perhaps the hon. Member will be good 
enough to repeat the Question  to- 
morrow, 
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Bangor (County Down) Postal Service. 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether representations have been made 
to the authorities in favour of a better 
postal service for Bangor, County Down ; 
whether he is aware that the present 
system of collection and delivery of 
letters has caused inconvenience, especially 
to the Belfast business men resident 
in Bangor ; and whether he will provide 
for a better service, which will include an 
earlier delivery in the morning and a 
later collection of letters in the even- 


ing. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


Representations have been made by the 
Bangor (County Down) Urban District 
Council respecting additional postal 
facilities at that place, and I have under 
consideration arrangements for improving 
the service, including an earlier delivery 
in the morning and a later collection of 
letters in the evening. 


(Juestions. 


Lough Swilly Railway. 

Dr. THOMPSON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he can explain why the 
Londonderry and Lough Swilly Railway 
Company are not obliged to obey the 
rules and regulations of the Board of 
Trade. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I regret 
that I am unable to add to the reply 
made to the hon. Member’s Question in 
| this matter on the 6th July,7 except to 
|say that the Board have communicated 
with the company as recently as the 
28th of that month, and are pressing 
for a reply. 





Port of London Bill. 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the public interest in 
the Port of London Bill, it is intended 
to proceed with it this session ; and, if 
not, whether. being cognate to a private 
Bill, it cannot be carried over and re- 
sumed next session. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.Frour, Manchester, E.): In answer 








+See (4) Debates, cxxiv., 1413, 
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to my hon. friend, I have to say that I 
do not think it would be practicable at 
the present period of the session, and in 
the present state of public business, to 
proceed with the discussion of this Bill 
on Report. On the other hand, it is 
quite clear, I think, that the Bill, for all 
essential] purposes, ought to be ranked as 
a private Bill and treated as a private 
Bill, so that the immense expenditure 
incurred by persons interested in the 
Bill should not be entirely thrown away, 
as it would be if the Bill were dropped. 
I propose, therefore, to apply to this 
Bill the practice which the House has so 
long sanctioned in regard to private 
Bills, and I shall put down a Motion the 
effect of which will be to carry it over 
to next session, to enable the Govern- 
ment to resume it next session at the 
precise point we leave it this session. 


Questions. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I suppose it will be made 
perfectly clear that this course, being 
taken with general concurrence, and 
under exceptional circumstances, will 
not be regarded as a precedent ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can entirely 
reassure my right hon. friend on that 
point of view. I have had that point of 
view very carefully in my mind, and I 
ean assure him that this will not be 
applied as a precedent for dealing with 
public Bills. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): Does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to take the Motion 
to-morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As to general 
business, ] may say that I propose to 
take the Second Reading of the Ap- 
propriation Bill to-morrow instead of on 
Wednesday, because the course of 
business in another place makes it im- 
possible to take the Lords Amendments 
to the Irish Land Bill to-morrow. They 
will be taken on Wednesday, and the 
Resolution to which the hon. Gentleman 
refers will:lso be taken on Wednesday. 
The Lords Amendments will come 
first, and the Cunard Agreement next. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I hope the 
Motor-Car Bill will not be taken till 
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to-morrow, as we have not yet had an 
opportunity of seeing the promised 
Amendments. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to take 
the Motor-Car Bill to-morrow, after the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill. I have every reason to believe 
that it will not lead to any prolonged 
debate. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): What does the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose to do with the Prevention 
of Corruption Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I had 
reason to believe it was a non-contentious 
Bill I should be most happy to do any- 
thing I could to pass it, but I cannot 
hold out any expectation either to my- 
self or to the House that that is the case. 


Mr. CHANNING asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman would consider 
the desirability of giving the Bill a good 
place in the programme of next session! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- 
ment are quite alive to the importance 
of the subject. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): When 
does the right hon. Gentleman propose to 
take the First Reading of the Appropria- 
tion Bill, and will the orders on the 
Paper be taken to-night as they stand ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not precisely 
as they stand. I have given a pledge to 
bring on the Public Building Expenses 
Bill before twelve if possible, and that 
will come on after Report of Supply and 
the First Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill. Then will come the Lords Amen#- 
ments to the Education Bill, the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill, the Housing of 
the Working Classes, and the Revenue. I 
shall only then take Third Readings. 


Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): Will the Bills of Exchange 
Act (Second Reading) be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I have said 
in addition to the Bills I have named I 
shall only take Third Readings. 
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689 Supvly—Civil Services and {10 AuGusT 1993} Revenue Depts. Estimates. 


Mr. LOUGH: Does that statement as 
to Third Readings apply to the rest of 
the week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, it applies 
to to-night. 


Mr. CROOKS: Will there be any 
opportunity of discussing the Ordnance 
Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
very desirable. I will see what can be 
done after Class 5 has been disposed of. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): And 
the Secretary for Scotland Vote, which 
we have only given six minutes to this 
session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I donot say it 
will not be brought on. It does not rest 
with me. 


NEW WRIT. 
New Writ for the County of Argyll, 
in the room of Donald Ninian Nicol, 
esquire, deceased.—(Sir 4. Acland-Hood.) 


NEW BILL. 


PENAL SERVITUDE BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Penal 
Servitude in England and Wales,” 
presented by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas ; supported by Mr. Cochrane; 
to be read a second time to-morrow, 


and to be printed. {Bill 318.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Ordered, ‘‘ That on this day, notwith- 
standing anything in Standing Order 
15, Business other than Business of 
Supply may be taken before Midnight, 
and Proceedings on Report of Supply 
may be taken after Midnight.”—(J/r. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


SUPPLY [23rD ALLOTTED Day] [6TH 
AUGUST, EVENING SITTING]. 
Resolutions reported. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cuass I, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £321,697, 
be granted to His Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray 
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the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1904, for Rates 
and Contributions in lieu of Rates, etc., 
in respect of Government Property, and 
for Rates on Houses occupied by Re- 
age ge of Foreign Powers, and 
or the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Rating of Government Property De- 
partment, and for a Contribution 
towards the Expenses of the Metropolitan 
Fire Brigade.” 


Crass I. 
“That a sum, not exceeding 
£133,342, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will 


come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the tollowing services included 
in Class I. of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz. :— 
£ 

13. Public Works and Build- 

ings, Ireland - - - 106,128 
Railways, Ireland - + $7,004 


£133,342” 


14, 





Cuass II. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £366,072, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1904, for the following 
Services included in Class II. of the Esti- 
mates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


£ 

1. House of Lords Offices - 4,507 

2. House of Commons Offices 16,820 

5. Foreign Office - - 34,887 

7. Privy Council Office - 5,130 

9. Mercantile Marine Services 68,860 

13. Civil Service Commission . 25,393 

14. Exchequer and Audit - 38,321 

15. Friendly Societies Registry 4,581 

21. Public Works Loan Com- 

mission - - - - 13 

22. Registrar-General’s Office - 22,942 
25. Works and Public Build- 

ings Office - - - 37,200 

26. Secret Service - - - 25,000 

2A 











1904, for Expenditure in respect of the 
following Services included in Class ILI. 
of the Estimates for Civil Services, viz :— 





£ 
1. Law Charges ‘ ° 38,984 
2. Miscellaneous Legal 
Expenses 22,489 
SCOTLAND. 

10. Law Charges and 

Courts of Law 52,405 
11. Register House, 

Edinburgh . 27,053 
12. Crofters’ Commis- 

sion 2,790 
13. Prisons 50,840 

IRELAND. 

14. Law Charges and | 

Criminal _Prose- 

cutions , 33,600 
15. Supreme Court of 

Judicature and 

other Legal De- 

partments in Ire- 

land . : P ; 57,805 
16. Land Commission . ‘ 76,740 
17. County Court Offi- 

cers, &e.. , ‘ 66,527 | 
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SCOTLAND. ; : £ 
£ 18. Dublin Metropolitan 
27. Secretary for Scotland’s Police =. 55,468 
Office ~ - - - - 9,985 |19. Royal Irish Con- 
28. Fishery Board - - 10,837 stabulary 792,002 
29. Lunacy Commission - 3,162 | 20. Prisons . 68,508 
30. Registrar-General’s Office - 3,145 | 21. Reformatory and 7 
31. Local Government Board - 9,157 Industrial Schools 54,099 
22. Dundrum Criminal 
IRELAND Lunatic Asylum . . 3,564 
32. Lord Lieutenant’s House- v £1,402,874” 
hold - - - - 2,817 ahaa 
35. —— Donations and wn Ciass IV. 
equests . - - 7 P ; . 
37. Public Record Office - 3,348 “ That a sum, not exceeding £854,228, 
38. Public Works Office - - 20,053 | be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
39. Registrar-General’s Office - 6,894 Charge which will come in course of 
40. Valuation and Boundary payment during the year ending on the 
Survey - "12,023 | 31st day of March, 1904, for Expendi- 
. __ | ture in respect of the following Services, 
£366,072” | included in Clause IV. of the Estimates 
_ for Civil Services, viz. :— 
‘ £, 
Crass III. 6. Scientific Investiga- 
, tion, &e. (United 
“That a sum, not exceeding Kins ‘s 
a ; ' : <ingdom) . ; 45,006 
£1,402,874, be granted to His Majesty,|g public , saat 
to defray wat charge srs = (Scotland) . 808,828 
come oP agp - pay _ L Re = 9. National Gallery 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, (Scotland) f 400 


£854,228” 
Crass V. 

“ That a sum, not exceeding £1,236,998, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1904, for the following 
Services included in Class V. of the Esti- 
mates for Civil Services, viz. :— 

£ 
1. Diplomatic and Consular 
Services . - : 
2. British Protectorates in 


Uganda . 


284,780 


445,593 


3. Colonial Services ; 361,525 
4. Cyprus (Grant-in-Aid) 2.000 
5. Telegraph Subsidies and 

Pacific Cable 40,100 


6. Treasury Chest Fund 103,000 





£1,236,998” 
Resolutions read a second time. 


First Five Resolutions postponed. 


Sixth Resolution considered. 
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Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said | 
that before the House entered upon the | 
discussion of the specific question relating 
to the Protectorate, which he understood | 
was to be raised, he should like to put | 
one or two questions regarding a matter | 
which was of very grave and urgent | 
importance. He did not know whether | 
the Prime Minister would be able to add | 
much to what they had learned from the 
public prints, or tell them much with 
regard to the policy which the Govern- | 
ment proposed to follow, but he believed 
there was so much anxiety on the 
subject that he thought an indication 
from the Prime Minister would be gladly | 
received. He need hardly say that he | 
referred to the state of things which at 
present existed in Macedonia. According | 
to the public prints and advices of the- 
last two or three days they had learned 


that the state of things existing in| 
Macedonia was that the insurrection, | 


which had been smouldering over most 
of the country, had now burst into violent 
flame, particularly on the western por- 
tion adjoining Albania. He assumed | 
that the Government would do all that 
was in their power to induce the 
Turkish Government to keep its head, 
and to impress upon its soldiery the neces- 
sity of behaving with as much restraint 
as possible; and, above all, that they | 
would endeavour to prevent the Albanians | 
from being let loose upon the unfortunate | 
peasantry of the provinces which ad- 
joined the Albanian frontier. This poor 
peasantry had suffered for the sins of 
both parties. On the one hand they | 
were liable to be plundered by the in- 
surgents, and on the other hand by the | 
Albanians and Turkish troops. In view 
of their sufferings it seemed most im- | 
portant that everything that could be | 
done shonld be done to prevent the | 
Albanians from throwing themselves | 
headlong into a situation which is already 
fraught with elements of danger and 
suffering. There had been a rumour to 
the effect that the Turks were going to | 
withdraw that part of their f 


forces | 
which it was contemplated should be 
placed on the Albanian frontier, and 
which to some extent was keeping 
the Albanians in check. To do. so 
would be to aggravate the danger | 
of the situation, and he hoped that | 
they would hear that the Government | 
would do all that was possible to 
dissuade the Turks from such a course. ! 
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He was afraid that a great many shocking 
and cruel things were being done on both 
sides, but he would ask the House to 
remember, when stories of atrocities were 
brought to this country, that it was largely 
Europe itself that was to blame for the state 
of things in these provinces. 

Twenty-five years ago the Treaty of 
Berlin was concluded, under which there 
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' were schemes of reform settled for these 
| provinces, which, if carried out, would 


have removed the evils that had followed 
and the present deplorable state of things. 
Nothing had ever been done to carry out 
those schemes of reform. He mentioned 
this not only for the sake of asking the 
House to bear in mind the provocation 
given by the non-fulfilment of promises, 
but to warn them of the results which 
necessarily followed when a question 
which was full of peril and which in- 
volved so much misery to a suffering 
population was perpetually, from time to 
time, adjourned. If the steps had been 
taken in 1878 which Europe pledged 
itself to take, they would not have had 
these twenty-five years’ of misery nor the 
dangerous position in which Eastern 
Europe now stood. He could not help 
hoping, if the present dangers were sur- 
mounted, if the insurrection was reduced 
or quelled, and some sort of order and 
peace was restored, that the two Powers 
principally concerned —Austria and Russia 
—would not be satisfied with the feeble 
attempt which was made to introduce 
reforms some six or eight months ago, 
and which were never effectively carried 
out, because no proper powers were given 
to the official placed at the head of the 
administration; but that they would 
endeavour to do something which would 
give some promise of a permanent settle- 
ment of the country, and which, for the 
next few years at any rate, would enable 
the people to live with something ap- 
proaching peace and security. He should 
like to ask His Majesty's Government 
whether they could give any further 
information with regard to the existing 
state of things; and whether they could 
give any indication of the news they had 
obtained, the course they proposed to 
take, and the course, which, so far as 
they knew, was likely to be taken by the 
Turks on the one hand and by Austria 
and Russia on the other. He could well 


| understand that the Government would 


not do well to go far in disclosing their 
views, but, inasmuch as the House was 


2A 2 
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separating for some months, and they 
might have no opportunity of referring 
to the question again, it was only right 
that this opportunity should be given to 
the Government of stating the views they 
entertained and, if possible, of indicat- 
ing the course they would follow. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BALFouR, Manchester, E.): Iam afraid I 
have little to say to the House of a re- 
assuring or consolatory character as to 
the news which reaches us_ from 
Macedonia. That portion of Europe 
has been long a source of difficulty and 
anxiety to European statesmen; and | 
am not going to follow the right hon. 
Gentleman in his criticism of the action, 
or perhaps I ought to say, the inaction, 
of Europe during the five-and-twenty 
years which have elapsed since the 
Treaty of Berlin was signed. The right 
hon. Gentleman knows as well as any- 
body the extreme difficulties that attach 
to the problem which Europe then set 
itself to settle; and though | should be 
the first to admit the little success with 
which those efforts have been met, I 
do not think that critics of European 
diplomacy ought to forget the extra- 
ordinary and complex difficulties with 
which the task is surrounded. As the 
House knows, it is not merely a question 
of dealing with the misrule of the 
dominant Government; it is a question 
which raises local and national animos- 
ities, not alone among Mahomedans, 
but among the Christians in the areas 
concerned ; and it is also a question 
which touches to the quick some of the 
most complicated problems of large 
European diplomacy. These are great 
aggravations of a deep-seated disease ; 
and much as I deplore, with the right 
hon. Gentleman, the total unsuccess which 
so far has attended the efforts of Europe 
to relieve thesituation, I mention it with 
more regret than I do with surprise. I 
confess that I,had hoped, and still hope, 
that the more modest and simpler plan, 
which we have recently desired to aid to 
the best of our ability, may be more 
happy in its result—I mean the simpler 
plan of admitting that it is Russia and 
Austria who are chiefly concerned in this 
problem, and that it is the duty of the 
rest of Europe rather to support them, 


Mr. Bryce. 
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and to further their ends, so long as we 
are convinced that those ends are directed, 
in no ambitious spirit, to the ameliora- 
tion of the population, and further them 
all the more heartily because the adminis- 
trative reforms which they have suggested 
—doubtless totally inadequate as a final 
solution of the question—may, neverthe- 
less, from their very modesty, be more 
easy of adaptation and of adoption. It 
is, unfortunately, true that the disorders 
which have prevailed in Macedonia ever 
since Russia and Austria took this plan 
in hand, have made it almost impossible, 
with the best will in the world, to do 
anything very important or very far- 
reaching in the direction even of 
carrying out that measure of reform. 
And I am afraid we have sorely to admit 
that it is these very insurrectionary and 
revolutionary bands themselves who have 
been one of the chief obstacles to the 
success of the joint schemes of Russia and 
Austria, which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and, I think, all the Governments 
of Europe, are anxious to the best of their 
ability to further. I have ‘o admit that 
the picture which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has painted of the condition of the 
peasantry in Macedonia, lurid as it was, 
was not painted in colours too dark for 
the situation. The lot of these unhappy 
people—many of them Bulgarians, some 
Servians, some Greeks, and Roumanians, 
belonging to different sections of the 
Christian Church, and belonging by blood 
to different nationalities—has been, 
between the outrages deliberately planned 
by those revolutionary bodies of men and 
the licence of the Turkish troops, a 
miserable one indeed. So far, I believe 
that the historic truth requires us to say 
that the balance of criminality lies rather 
with the revolutionary bands than with 
the Turkish troops ; and everything His 
Majesty’s Government can do to impress 
upon the Porte the absolute necessity of 
keeping the troops in hand, and every 
assistance we can give to the Porte in 
carrying out that object, will be given. 
I believe the Porte is as keenly alive, I 
will not say to the humanitarian side of 
the question, as we are, but to the 
absolute necessity, from the political side, 
of repressing any excesses on the part of 
the Turkish troops—not a very easy task, 
let me say, when there is a deliberate 
attempt made by provoking such excesses 
_o compel overt European intervention 
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I am convinced the Porte is sincerely 
desirous of carrying out this policy, which 
is not merely a policy of humanity, but a 
policy of obvious wisdom. At all events, 
such influence as we have will be exerted 
strenuously and without intermission in 
that direction. We have, unfortunately, 
no corresponding authority with the 
revolutionary bands. Their deliberate 
and, I believe, avowed, object is to make 
the condition of Macedonia so intolerable 
that there must be, at whatever cost to 
the general peace of the world, some 
intervention on the part of Austria or 
Russia, or both. That is not the policy 
which we desire to foster. The policy 
which we desire to further is the one I 
have described, which I think meets with 
the general sympathy of the House, and 
is probably in conformity with the views 
of the right hon. Gentleman himself, and 
that is, to aid Austria and Russia in 
introducing those elementary principles 
of sound government which, far as they 
may be removed from what we should 
ourselves desire to see, and which, perhaps, 
we may some day live to see, is yet 
probably the best plan of dealing in the 
immediate future with the deep-seated 
evils of these most unhappy portions of 
the European nations. 


*sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the whole 
House would regret that on this occasion 
the Prime Minister had not received the 
assistance of the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs in this debate, and it 
was partly for the purpose of allowing 
the rigkt hon. Gentleman to reply to the 
further portions of the debate that he 
proposed to move a reduction. In dis- 
cussing Class 5 or any of these classes on 
Report they hal to discuss at once, all the 
various items which that class contained 
so far as it was desirable to discuss them 
at all, and so speak only once, so that the 
whole of the subjects on which it was 
desired to speak must be treated at one 
time. The large question of policy 
raised by his hon. friend had been disposed 
of. There were other questions on which 
they felt very strongly, some of which 
were of an unusual or a_ biennial 
character and were continually arising, 
but the question upon which he proposed 
to move the reduction was one which was 
greatly deserving the attention of the 
House and was now raised forthe first time. 
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A short time ago a Resolution was moved 
in this House with regard to the Congo 
Free State, and that Resolution as passed 
admitted the evils of that State with 
regard both to monopoly and _ the 
natives. At that time an answer had been 
given by the Foreign Secretary with re- 
gard to some negotiations which were 
supposed to be pending at Brussels 
between our Foreign Office and the 
Congolese State Office with regard to the 
cession to the Congolese of some portion 
of the Anglo-Egyptian sphere in the pro- 
vince of Bahr-el-Ghazal. The House had 
been relieved by the statement then 
made by the Secretary of State, because 
they understood from that, that while 
there might have been some _negotia- 
tions nothing was going to be done. 
They would have ,anticipated that 
nothing would have come of any 
such negotiations because of the cir- 
cumstances of the Congo Free State, 
and of the denunciation of its policy 
by the unanimous opinion of _ this 
country, and at that very moment 
it could not be conceived that 
we should hand over to the Govern- 
meut of the Congo Free State a number 
of persons living in the Anglo-Egyptian 
sphere of influence The King of the 
Belgians, as Sovereign of the Congo 
Free State, was in temporary occupa- 
tion on lease of the Lado enclave, 
but that lease was a lease strictly 
limited to the life of the present 
Sovereign of the Congo Free State; it 
was a lease that would -not have been 
given if they had known what they 
did now ; and given the fact that the 
life of the Sovereign of the Congo Free 
State was not what was known as a 
good life, he being an old man, it was 
a very different thing to contemplate a 
lease given on the life of an aged 
Sovereign, and to contemplate the 
cession of a portion of the Anglo- 
Egyptian sphere of influence for ever. 
What he wanted to ask the Government 
was how matters stood at the present 
time, and if they were going to carry 
out those negotiations. If they were, 
then the House ought to warn the 
Government of the responsibility they 
would incur in handing over to the 
Congo Free State any portion of the 
Anglo - Egyptian sphere of influence. 
These doubts had been raised by what 
had been said by the Prime Minister in 
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the last few days. This Question had | we had uot ourselves abolished. Since 
been put by his hon. friend the Member | the matter was discussed last year, the 
for Carnarvon, Eifion, “What is the | Report—‘‘ Africa No. 6 (1902) ”-—had 
result of the negotiations for the | been laid before the House, in which Mr, 
transfer of part of the Bahr-el- hazal | Farler, who was described as “His 
to the Congo Free State; and whether | Highness’ Commissioner,” related the 
any, and, if so, what, steps have been | steps he had taken “to search for and 
taken to ascertain the views of the | collect all vagrants and masterless men,” 
inhabitants as to the proposed transfer.” | Who were “at once sent off to pick cloves,” 
In reply to that Question, the Prime | 7 By these various means,’ said Mr, 
Minister gave an answer which suggested | Farler, “‘we soon had a large body of 
that some such transfer of territory was | labour available. Although for the 
in contemplation. The Congo Free State | Purposes of the Sugar Convention, 
had been denounced as guilty of the Zanzibar and Pemba constituted a foreign 
charges brought against it; the House had | country, it could not be denied that the 
unanimously expressed the opinion that authorities were directly responsible to 
the proceedings of that State were contrary | the Foreign Office, and by their acts, 
to the Act by which it was created ;| both in the time of the recent Govern- 
the Cabinet, by whom the lease was | Ment, and since the government had heen 
granted, had admitted that it was a_ directly in their own hands, the Foreign 
temporary lease, and that it would not Office hadassumed the fullest responsibility 
have been grantec. had the circumstances | for the system of slavery which continued 
with which the Committee were now | tO exist in the country. Year by year 
familiar been then known; and in the _ ht Office — ge vmaseg aaa 
F of ase facts o } placency the steps which nad been taken 
lor the Mecspan ce - put down the system, but the shameful 
a declaration that no such permanent | fact remained that slavery still con- 
transfer of territory to the Congolese | tinued. As regarded the East Africa 
Government should be perpetrated. | Protectorate, on page 28 of the Report 
. ent ‘of His Majesty's Commissioner, there 
_ Upon this Vote there also arose ques-| appeared the following statement by Sir 
tions connected with that miscellaneous C. Eliot :— E 
collection of hair nape: which, in his “T have never hesitated tu publicly express 
opinion, indefinitely extended the charges | my yegret at this recognition of slavery, but 
upon this country without any commensu- | jt'must be remembered that two principles are 
rate result. The recent Report—“ Africa, | involved, namely, the freedom of the indi- 
No. 9, Memorandum ”—showing the vidual in British or quasi-British possessions, 
we ‘eet : >, and the sanctity of British promises. Now, 
position of the four African F rotectorates | when we first oceupied the Coast we promised 
administered by the Foreign Office, | the Arabs to respect the institutions of Mahom- 
presented a miserable financial picture. medanism, including domestic slavery.” 
Vast sums of money had been sunk by 
this country in the virtual annexation 
of these protectorates, but the prospect 
of any return was remote. The protec- 
torates were mostly inland countries, 
growing tropical produce of the saine 
kind as the West Indies, and if the West 
Indies, with a good climate, fertile soil, 
and magnificent geographical positions, 
could not be made to pay, he feared we 
should never make these internal pro- 


tectorates pay. In order to procure cheap a xed ai 
labour, what was virtually a system of his ibiee 5 4 thi + 8 ee a 
slavery had been set up. In connection | 8 subject. 1n this letter, addressed to 


with the Protectorate of Zanzibar, the | the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 

Government had year after year been Affairs, Bishop Tucker said— 

asked what steps they were taking to get | ‘‘ There are those who, as you observe, do 

rid of the system of slavery of which we | 2°t iook upon Sir Lloyd Mathews’s words as & 
ic , 


‘ a Be at ees pledge. I am among that number. I was 
forced the recent Zanzibar Local Govern- present at the Baraza when they were spoken, 





Time after time it had been shown in 
the House that nobody had power to 
make such a promise, and that no such 
promise was understood to have been 
made, but as the House did not always 
remember previous debates he would 
quote a letter, which had appeared since 
the debate of last year, from Bishop 
Tucker, who, though not now respon- 
sible for these districts, had been, and 
knew them as well as anybody, and had 








ment to proclaim the abolition, but which ‘ and certainly never connected them with the 
Sir Charles Dilke, 
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question of slavery. But for the sake of argu- 
ment I am willing to assume that they do 
constitute a per We have, however, on 
the other side a pledge, distinct and definite in 
its terms, given by Mr. Balfour to the House 
of Commons. In my previous letter I quoted 
the words, and therefore will not repeat them. 
That they were regarded by the Government 
iis a pledge is proved by Mr. Curzon’s words, 
spoken in the House of Commons a year later— 
early in 1898. Evidently referring to Mr. 
Balfour’s speech in June, 1897, he said—‘ Then 
as regards the mainland, a pledge was given 
last year that at the earliest possible date the 
abolition of slavery would be carried out on the 
maitland.’”’ 

He denied that any pledge to maintain 
slavery was or could have been given ; 
and contended not only that this coun- 
trv was free to abolish slavery in this 
strip of territory, but that the time had 
long since come when slavery ought to 
be abolished in what was virtually a 
British colony. It was to be regretted 
that into several of these protectorates 
there had been introduced the system of 
concessions—the very system, although 
doubtless in a mitigated form, which had 
been condemned in the Congo Free State. 
The replies to questions which had been 
put to the Government showed that 
concessions were being granted, which, 
if not absolutely illegal, were neverthe- 
less of such a nature as to require the 
closest scrutiny and attention on the 
part of the House. The answer of the 
Under-Secretary of State to a Question 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Cambridge University, with 
reference to a rubber concession to 
an Italian firm, was that the text 
of the concession had not yet 
reached the Foreign Office, thereby 
showing that concessions were being 
granted by the local authority. He 
implored the Government, if they could 
not stop it altogether, to guard most 
scrupulously this policy of granting 
rubber concessions, because unless it was 
so watched it was bound to have the 
frightful results which had been seen in 
the Congo Free State. The whole policy 
with regard to these protectorates was 
one in which he had never believed. In 
his final report on the subject, Sir 
C. Eliot expressed the hope, as regarded 
both the interior of Uganda and British 
East Africa— 


“That, in view of the really great possi- 
bilities offered for raising stock and growing 





corn, His Majesty’s Government may see their 
way to assist the establishment of these 
industries.’ ” 

It was actually suggested that, after the 
enormous sums of money which had 
been spent in those protectorates without 
any return, and the frightful waste ‘n 
connection with the Uganda Railway, 
the British taxpayer should be called 
upon to start beef and corn-growing 
industries. The idea seemed to be that 
we were to make it more difficult to 
obtain supplies from the places from 
which at present it was easiest to secure 
them, and to spend money on producing 
food in districts so far from the coast as 
to be of little benefit to us. It was an 
absurd idea, and there was no prospect, 
as far as he could see, to justify any such 
expenditure. It was true that we could 
not draw out of our engagements, but 
there was surely need to,proceed carefully, 
and not to embark on new schemes 
of expenditure in connection with 
these protectorates which nothing 
in the past or in the prospects for 
the future seemed to justify. 

With regard to Cyprus, he should like 
to ask a question. There appeared to 
have been a certain contention set up in 
regard to a recent motion, said to have 
been brought before the Legislative 
Assembly of Cyprus by the Turkish 
member, of a most curious descrip- 
tion. The Turkish member moved 
a resolution to the effect that if it was 
the intention of England to evacuate 
Cyprus it should be handed back to the 
Turks. He did not know that the Chair- 
man of that assembly ought to have 
allowed that question to have been put ; 
but he was told that it was put, and 
it seemed to have had the support of 
the official members. Any prudent 
person would have taken the view that 
His Majesty’s Government, after hav- 
ing repeatedly said that they would not 
hand Cyprus back to any other rule but 
ours, would not have supported a motion 
of that kind. The effect of that motion 
having been put and voted for by the 
official members, was that public opinion 
was being inflamed and rioting had 
occurred. He also understood that the 
native members of the Council had 
only been called once to the meetings 
of the Council since the time they 
were sworn in, and they had never since 
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been summoned to its deliberations dur- 
ing eighteen months, although the 
Council had met several times during 
that period. He begged to move a 
reduction of this Vote by £1,000. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£1,236,998’ and insert 
* £1,235,998.’’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “ That £1,236,998 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said he desired to call 
attention to the whole policy of the 
Foreign Office in regard to the native 
races in the African Protectorates for 
which this country was responsible. He 
wished to know what action the Govern- 
ment had taken in regard to the unani- 
mous Resolution passed by the House of 
Commons to which the Prime Minister 
and the Government had given their 
assent. The object of those who sup- 
ported that Resolution was that the 
attention of the other signatory Powers 
should be called to the present condition 
of the Congo State, and that some joint 
action should be suggested by the 
Government in order to inquire into the 
serious allegations which had been made 
in regard to the government of the 
Congo State, and which had hardly been 
denied by anyone. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would make a statement 
to the House as to what steps had been 
taken in consequence of the Resolution of 
the House, and what prospect there was 
of some really practical step being taken 
to put an end to the present condition of 
things in the Congo State. He joined 
in pressing upon the Government the 
expediency of concluding any treaty 
with the Congo State for the transfer of 
any portion of the Anglo - Egyptian 
Protectorate to the Congo State. He 
hoped that, at all events for the present, 
until these matterz were cleared up, 
if there was any idea of transferring 
any of our Anglo-Egyptian sphere of 
influence to the Congo State it would 
be reconsidered. Anybody who had 
watched these matters must be impressed 
with the great danger there was of a 
new species of slavery being established 
in Africa. This arose from the same 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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cause as the institution of foreign slavery 
itself. There was a growing demand for 
india-rubber in Europe, and it was a 
commodity of great value which could 
only be collected by native labour, and 
if this question was not watched by the 
civilised Powers the system would un- 
doubtedly degenerate into slavery. The 
same thing happened in the Spanish 
mines in America, where, notwithstand- 
ing all the efforts made by the enlight- 
ened States, who did their best to pre- 
vent the system degenerating into 
slavery, it did degenerate into a species 
of slavery which proved to be very cruel 
to the natives. They had now a speci- 
men of this in the Congo State, where 
the nece:sity of making the State pay 
was pressed upon by the persons who 
administered it, and they found that the 
only way to make the Congo State pay 
was by the collection of rubber. When 
it was found to be impossible to persuade 
the natives to devote themselves to the 
collection of rubber, then began a system 
of forced labour and slavery atrocities of 
every kind to compel them to bring in 
the rubber, which had produced a state 
of things appalling to all modern 
ideas of humanity. Although the state 
of things was not quite so bad as in the 
Belgian Congo, it was nevertheless fol- 
lowing in the same direction, and those 
who had watched these proceedings 
were greatly alarmed. It wasthe same kind 
of commercial policy which had produced 
the frightful state of things now exist- 
ing in the Belgian and French Colonies. 
The regulations which had been referred 
to by the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, to be effective, required 
to be administered by an independent 
officer and watched with great vigilance. 
He thought the collection of rubber asa 
commercial policy was one which ought 
not to be imitated by this House. If it 
was found necessary to continue this 
policy, it should be most carefully 
watched by the Home Government, 
and everything that went on there 
reported, because in this House the 
proceedings both of the commercial 
bodies who collected the rubber and 
the Government officials who controlled 
it would be very jealously watched, and 
he trusted that might prevent any de- 
generation into such practices as existed 
in other partsof the Congo. He also 
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wished to call attention to the experi- 
ment which was going on in Nyassaland 
in reference to the transfer of native 
labour from that protectorate to the 
Transvaal Colony. They had no infor- 
mation as to what the permanent regula- 
tions were going to be in Nyassaland 
Protectorate. He did not think the 
regulation which specified the conditions 
under which labour might be engaged 
within the protectorate were at all suffi- 
cient to procure the proper treatment of 
natives when they were sent outside the 
protection of the State to which they 
belonged into other colonies. 

If they contrasted the elaborate arrange- 
ments and safeguards regarding the ex- 
portation of coolies from British colonies 
to other countries with the very perfunc- 
tory arrangements to which he was now 
calling attention, he thought the Govern- 
ment would come to the conclusion that, 
if this experiment in the exportation of 
native labour was to continue, very much 
more. careful and elaborate regulations 
would be necessary. He should like in 
particular to call attention to one part of 
the present system which was very far 
from sufficient. It would be remembered 
that 1,000 natives were sent as an ex- 
periment to the Transvaal colony. It 
was stated in this House that they all 
had the nature of their engagement ex- 
plained to them by an official or magis- 
trate of the Nyassaland Protectorate. The 
regulations required that a magistrate 
was not to approve of an agreement under 
which a native was engaged to serve else- 
where than in the protectorate unless he 
was satisfied that the labourer or the 
porter fully understood the nature of the 
service, the distance to be travelled, and 
such other conditions of service as 
might seem to him proper to be under- 
stood. That seemed perfectly sensible 
where porters were engaged to accom- 
pany an expedition in Nyassaland, or a 
traveller going in search of big game, or 
anything of that kind. But how was a 
magistrate in Nyassaland to explain toa 
native such a thing as underground 
labour ina gold mine? The magistrate 
had probably never been in one, and the 
native had no idea of the kind of labour 
he was engaging for. He had read in the 
newspapers—he did not know whether 
the statement was authentic — that 
no less than 100 of the Nyassaland 
natives had been brought before the 
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magistrate at Johannesburg and had 
declared that they were unacquainted 
with the kind of labour to which they 
were going to be put. They declined to 
go underground, and said they were not 
informed when engaged of the nature of 
the work. They were all sent to jail 
because they would not fulfil their con- 
tract, which, it was said, was explained 
to them. If anything like a regular 
deportation of labour from Nyassaland 
was to take place he thought some 
further regulations and precautions 
would have to be taken in order to secure 
that the natives who were engaged really 
knew what they were engaging them- 
selvesto. The natives requireda kind of 
protection which Europeans or highly 
civilised men did not want, andit was the 
duty of the Government of the pro- 
tectorate to see when they were brought 
before a magistrate to sign a paper that 
they really knew before signing that they 
were going to engage themselves for 
underground labour in a foreign country. 


Another question he wished to ask was 
—What steps are to be taken to secure 
that the results of this experiment will 
be adequately brought before this House 
and the country ? The thousand natives 
who had gone to work in the Transvaal 
mines had gone notoriously as an experi- 
ment. It was stated in this House that 
the Foreign Office most reluctantly gave 
its consent to the experiment being tried. 
Pressure was, no doubt, brought to bear 
by other Departments of the Government; 
and the Foreign Office were induced to 
agree to it asanexperiment. He thought 
the Foreign Office themselves must take 
some steps to have reported the results 
of the experiment. He did not under- 
stand that these natives were being 
watched by any official representing the 
Foreign Office in Johannesburg. The 
statement was made that a great many 
had fallen ill, and that many of them 
had died. What he wanted was that the 
House of Commons should have, on the 
authority of the Foreign Office and the 
Government next session, some informa- 
tion as to how the thousand natives had 
fared in Johannesburg ; how many were 
put in prison because they did not under- 
stand the nature of the contract ; how 
many died ; how many became sick ; and 
how many had returned to Nyassaland 
with their wages. He hoped that steps, 
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secure that the results of the experiment 
would be placed before the House of 
Commons, and that no additional natives 
would be exported from Nyassaland to 
work in Transvaal mines until it was 
known that no material injury could 
take place to them for which the Govern- 
ment would be responsible. 


Mr BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field), said he wished to ask the Prime 
Minister a question arising out of the 
Memorandum, “ Africa, No. 9 (1903),” 
issued by the Foreign Ottice, dealing with 
the Somaliland Protectorate. In that 
document they had clearly and definitely 
for the first time a statement of what the 
Government were really fighting for in 
Somaliland. It appeared that the policy 
now was entirely the reverse of the policy 
declared eight or ten years ago, when 
Somaliland was taken over by this country. 


Then our policy was to protect those who | portion of territory. 


dwelt in Somaliland against the raiding of 
the Abyssinians, and up to the present 
time the House had been in the very un- 
fortunate position of not quite knowing 
what we were fighting for and endangering 
the lives of our brave troops in that region. 
He asked whether, in this document issued 
by the Foreign Office, the true policy was 
declared, and whether the Government 
had no better and higher policy than that 
which had heen laid down by the Foreign 
Office in their own Report. They said— 

‘In present circumstances, it is useless to 
forecast the future of the protectorate, but it 
is not impossible that the milttary operations 
will leave behind them assets in the way of 
wells and improved means of communication 
which may lead to the future development of 
the little known resources of the country.” 

The following sentence was one in which 
the Foreign Office seemed tc take great 
pride— 

“There have, indeed, already been applica- 
tions for concessions to work mica and fibres 
and for licences to prospect for miuerals.” 


According to the Foreign Office Report, 
therefore, the real thing we were fighting 
for was to give concessions to Stock Ex- 
change speculators. The Report stated 


that one of the assets would be the wells. 
The wells were a means of living for the 
natives themselves, and were we going to 
take the wells and form them into limited 
companies for the supply of waterworks ? 
He really thought the Committee ought 


Sir John Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


if not already taken, would be taken to | 
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to have some explanation of the policy in 
Somaliland. His own impression was that 
if we got back to the true policy of pro- 
tecting the natives, as declared some years 
ago, we should very soon find some way 
by which war would be stopped. i 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 

lets, Poplar) said that there was a strong 
feeling, not only in the House of Commons, 
but in the country, in regard to our action, 
both moral and commercial, in the Congo. 
He was quite sure that the right hon. 
yentleman and the Government would be 
very ill-advised if they went contrary to 
public opinion in this matter, and if they 
carried out what was alleged to be their 
policy. He trusted it was not correctly 
stated that they were coming to some 
arrangement with the Congo State where- 
by a portion of what was British territory 
would be handed over in perpetuity to 
the Congo State in exchange for what 
was a mere temporary lease of another 
He hoped the 
Government would hold their hand, unless 
they could show a very strong case for 
acting otherwise, until they had, as pro- 
mised, co-operated with other States and 
brought pressure to bear in order that 
there might be some alleviation on ques- 
tions of humanity and monopoly in the 
Congo State. His right hon. friend the 
Member for Cambridge University had 
raised the question of labour in British 
East Africa and Central Africa. 

He had been reading a Report by Mr. 
Marsden, of the East African Protec- 
torate, who took a very broad-minded 
view of our duty in regard to the native 
labour question. That official would not 
allow any recruiting of natives in East 
Africa for South African mines on any 
condition whatever. Further information 
was wanted in regard to the point raised 
by the right hon. Gentleman, the Member 
for Cambridge University. It had been 
raised a little time ago by the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Norfolk, viz.,the experiment 
that was to be tried of recruiting 1,000 
natives in Nyassaland for the South 
African mines. According to the infor- 
mation given to him—although he could 
not vouch for its absolute accuracy —350 
out of the proposed 1,000 were actually 
recruited and were taken down to Johan- 
nesburg. Of these, 68 refused to work 
underground because, they said, they were 
not aware that they had been recruited for 
underground labour. It was quite clear 
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that the difficulty of explaining to the 
natives of Nyassaland made it quite prob- 
able that they did not understand they 
wereto work underground, as there was no 
such labour in their own land. The 
magistrate, however, did not take that 
view, and these 68 men were fined in £1 
each and sent to prison for a fortnight. 
He believed that the remainder of the 
original 350 had since absolutely declined 
to gounderground. This was a very serious 
matter to themen ifthey had been recruited 
under false representations ; and it would 
be of advantage to future recruiting if 
misunderstandings could be avoided be- 
tween the natives and the recruiters. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would give 
the House full information on the point. 


There was a limited portion of the East 
African Protectorate known as the Ten- 
mile Strip under direct British control, 
in which slavery still prevailed. The 
Foreign Office had been left behind by 
public opinion, both inside and outside the 
House, on this question of taking sterner 
and stricter measures for the abolition of 
slavery on that Ten-mile Strip. His 
right hon. friend the Member for Forest 
of Dean stated that Sir Charles Eliot 
gave as the reason for not taking action 
that certain British promises were in- 
volved. This particular question of 
British promises had been discussed more 
than once, and it had been shown in a 
letter to The Times, by the late Lord 
Kimberley, who was supposed to be re- 
sponsible for these promises, that they 
did not refer to slavery at all, but to the 
religious question. Definite pledges had 
been given by the Foreign Office that 
slavery in that region would disappear ; 
but the official representatives of the 
dritish Government told them to wait 
patiently, and the inevitable collapse of 
slavery would come. They had waited 
for more than ten years for this consum- 
mation, and it was rather too much to 
ask them to wait longer. He hoped that 
the right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to give the House some satisfaction by stat- 
ing that the Foreign Office were going to 
keep their pledge on thisimportant matter. 

As to the financial position of the Uganda 
and the East African Protectorates, which 
were practically one, he confessed that it 
was a source of the greatest disappoint- 
ment, after all the prophecies and pro- 
mises which had been made. The total 
expenditure in 1902 was, in round figures, 
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£400,000, and for the coming year it was 
estimated at £550,000. Against that 
there was an increase of revenue from 
£132,000 to £140,000. They were told 
that as soon as the country passed into 
British control, and the railway was made, 
the expenditure would be diminished and 
the revenue increased. Instead of that, 
the expenditure had increased to £550,000, 
but there was, in addition to that, 
£250,000 interest on the sinking fund for 
the railway, or a total expenditure of 
£800,000, and a revenue of £140,000, 
leaving £700,000 to be spent by the 
British taxpayer for the upkeep of these 
protectorates. Sir Charles Eliot, in his 
Report, looked forward to a largely in- 
creased instead of a diminished expendi- 
ture, because the railway was of no prac- 
tical use for revenue-producing purposes. 
It could only be made to pay by develop- 
ing the country,and by establishing indus 
tries. He hoped the Government would 
look seriously into this matter, and 
attempt to reduce expenditure. Develop- 
ments should be carried on slowly. 


*Mr. REGINALDLUCAS (Portsmouth) 
said he hoped some satisfactory explana- 
tion would be given as to the situation 
in Somaliland. As he understood it, the 
tribes which we had undertaken to pro- 
tect had been raided, and that we were 
bound to protect them. From the n- 
formation he had received from Somali- 
land, ke recognised that there were great 
difficulties in the situation. A friend of 
his wrote that a letter had been received 
from the Mullah, in which he said :— 
“What are you doing here? Silver and 
gold have I none, nor walled cities. I have 
naught but stones and ant-hills; and 
the sun is hot. Why are you here?” 
As his friend remarked, all these state- 
ments were true. The position was very 
difficult, and under the circumstances 
he thought the Government had not 
shown any want of energy. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to say that there was every prospect 
of a speedy and successful termination 
to the operations in that country. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 


he wished to refer to the North Sea 
 fisherias. and also to the trawling fishing 
‘in the Moray Firth. A conference 
_ considered these questions in Christiania ; 


and he wished to ask whether the 
Foreign Office had taken any further 
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action, in conn ction with other Powers, 
regarding them. They were questions 
of vital importance to the fishing 
population in these countries. With 
reference to Egypt, he asked a question 
the other day as to whether the policy 
of the Government remained unchanged ; 
and the reply was that there was no 
change of policy. He had occasion to 
call the attention of the Under-Secretary 
for Foreign’, Affairs to Lord Cromer’s 
Report, in which the limited accommoda- 
tion for the insane in Egypt was referred 
to. There was only one asylum in the 
whole country, and that could only 
accommodate 2,000 patients, the result 
being that many of them had to be 
liberated much sooner than they should. 
He could cite cases where lunatics were 
at large, to the terror of the native 
population as well as to their own 
danger. He hoped the Foreign Office 
would take steps in this matter; and 
that it would receive the consideration 
it deserved. He also wished to mention 
another question, viz., the stringent 
regulations which had been laid on 
pilgrims from Egypt to Mecca, the 
result being that last year only two 
pilgrims went to Mecca, as compared 
with thousands in previous vears. 
Nothing touched people more than to 
strike at their religion; and, as an 
enormous number of Mohammedans 
were British subjects, he sincerely trusted 
that the Foreign Office would take 
steps to have these rules relaxed 
in order that trouble might be 
avoided in Egypt. This country 
could not afford to have any trouble 
in Egypt, and it would be a sorry day 
for England if Egypt were given up. 
It was better under British control than 
under the control of any other Power ; 
but it should be administered  satis- 
factorily. He thought it desirable to call 
attention to these matters on the present 
occasion, because, when he had offered 
Questions on the subject, they were 
refused at the Table. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot discuss whether Questions were, or 
were not, properly refused at the Table. 


Mr. WEIR said he did not wish to 
dwell on the matter, although, if his Ques- 
tions had been accepted, the time of the 


Mr. 


Weir. 


{COMMONS} 
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House might have been saved. He was 
sorry the noble Lord the Under-Secre. 
tary for Foreign Affairs was not able to 
be present; but he should like to ask 
whether the abolition of the likin dues in 
China was working satisfactorily. He 
should also wish to know whether steps 
had been taken to remove the barrier to 
the Canton river. The head of the 
Customs Department, Sir Robert Hart, 
was now well on in years, and he wished 
to ask whether any arrangements had 
been entered into regarding his successor, 
He further hoped that the Foreign Office 
would push forward the new railway in 
China, for which a concession had been 
received. Neglect in such a matter was 
not calculated to improve the prestige of 
this country in China. 


*Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) said that 
when the Consular Vote was last discussed, 
the Inter-departmental Report on the 
Consular service was brought forward, and 
was, he thought, received with universal 
approval. His noble friend, whose absence 
they all regretted, was one of the signa- 
tories to that Report, and indicated that 
he thoroughly approved of it. He would 
not dwell on all the points mentioned in 
the Report ; but he would refer to two 
which had not been commented on 
previously. One was the limited possi- 
bilities of transfer between different 
branches of the consular service. The 
Report proposed interchangeability in 
one sphere, viz., from the Siamese 
service to the general service. He would 
venture to suggest that the right 
of transfer should exist as between the 
general Eastern Consular serviec—that 
was to say the Chinese and Japanese 
service—and the consular service gener- 
ally. The other day they had to listen 
to the hon. Member for East Clare, for 
half the period the Vote was under dis- 
cussion, who was referring to the case of 
an Irish gentleman in the Eastern con- 
sular service whose career had been 
determined because his health would 
not permit him to return to the East. 
If he recollected right, the extra amount 
involved in carrying out the reforms 
suggested in the report would only be 
£3,250. That sum might he saved in the 
diplomatic expenses in Germany. He 
did not know whether the Government 
were providing for the time when the 
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German Empire would resolve itself into 
its component parts ; but diplomatic ex- 
penditure was now being incurred in 
various places in Germany outside 
Berlin, where a sum considerably ex- 
ceeding £10,000 was spent. At Munich 
£1,700 was paid for ourdiplomaticservice, 
£1150 at Dresden, £700 at Darmstadt ; 
total £3,550. He hoped the First Lord 


| of the Treasury would be able to give 


the House a definite assurance on the 
subject, which had been the subject of 
recommendation of more than one earlier 
Report. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
§.) said he wished to refer to a matter 
which was of great importance to 
British trade, namely, the treaty which 
was being negotiated between Roumania 
and Germany, the results of which, 
unless the interests of this country were 
closely watched, might be much the 
same, in diminishing British trade, as 
the results of a similar treaty which was 
made with Russia a few years ago. 
He was informed that at Bucharest there 
was no adequate commercial representa- 
tion of British interests, and, what to 
him was a singular fact, that Roumania 
appeared to beoutside the sphere of action 
of any commercial attaché. That was a 
state of things that ought to be redressed. 
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the British in Cyprus was that not 
only was the tribute a great burden but 
it was the dominating fact with 
regard to the island, and unless some- 
thing was done with regard to it the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary could not hope to develop the 
resources of the country. The Cyprists 
were no parties to the agreement with 
Turkey ; the bargain was decidedly a 
bad one, and owing to the depressing 
effect of the tribute he expressed the 
hope that the right hon. Gentleman 
would at last endeavour to take some 
steps with a view of converting it and 
making the payment less burdensome to 
the people. He desired to acknowledge 
the great debt of gratitude which was 
due to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary for his policy of 
developing the resources of the island. 
Improvement was apparent in alk 
directions; justice was excellently 
administered ; the military police, as was 
seen from those in this country during 
the Coronation celebrations, were a noble 
body of men; education was improved, and 
the reform and simplification of the fiscal 
policy had been of the greatest benefit to 
the people. The advantage of the 
afforestation all over the island was easy: 
| to be perceived ; and the establishment of 
| good roads and bridges, for which a tribute 











This was the one part where ourtrade had | Should be paid to the High Commis- 
been unprogressive. He hoped there | sioner as well as the Colonial Secretary 
fore the suggestion which he had made | had greatly contributed to the perfection 
previously would even now be con-| of communication ; and with regard to the 
sidered. That suggestion was that a local scourge, he believed the measures 
special commercial representative should | adopted had been very successful. 

be sent to Bucharest. If the right hon.| The silkindustry had been so improved 
Gentleman would give an assurance that he could not name a place where it 
that this urgent matter would be | existed under better conditions or better 
attended to he would greatly oblige the prospects. They were in want of new 
commercial community of this country. | fields for the growing of cotton, and if 
He regretted that there had been an | sufficient means could be provided for 
increase in the vote for Cyprus, but the growth of cotton in Cyprus it would 
he hoped that that would not be con- | be of great benefit to the island, and we 
sidered a deterrent, because last year was | should be able to receive the best quality 
an exceptional year owing to the /|ofcotton from our own possession. He 
drought, and the collection of the} wouldlike to know how far the irrigation 
revenue had only been postponed, and in | works had been successful. He under- 
many instances would be recovered, and | stood that judgment must be suspended 
the debit balance shown by this estimate | with regard to them forsome time till they 
would be largely reduced. The revenue | were more perfect, when it could be better 
itself had exceeded the estimate, and | judged. The works were of a most import- 
gave indications of the island being in a | ant character, and if the island could be 
satisfactorycondition. Withregard tothe | protected against those great droughts 
tribute, the unanimous feeling among} which occurred both in historic and 
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modern times, they would be of the 
greatest benefit. He thought the harbours 
and the shipping communications might 
be improved. The attractions and the 
security for capital were very great, and if 
better communication in the way of ship- 
ping, especially for mails and passengers, 
were provided, a great work might be 
rapidly brought to a very high point of 
development. Communication with the 
island was still very bad, and left a good 
deal to be desired. The development of 
the island was creditable to British 
administration, and the High Com- 
missioner was entitled to the greatest 
credit, as were also the Commissioners of 
the various districts He hoped the 
great work the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken in hand would be continued, 
and, above all, that the tribute would be 
converted and a more reasonable rate of 
piyment secured. The conversion of the 
tribute would form a fitting completion 
to the great work for which grati- 
tude was felt both here and in the 
island to the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My _ hon. 
friend’s speech touched partly on that 
portion of the Vote which would natur- 
ally fall to be answered by the Under- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs and partly 
to that portion which concerns the 
Colonial Office. I shall, of course, 
abstain from touching the questions 
affecting the Colonial Office ; and, indeed, 
even as regards the points raised which 
relate to the Foreign Office, it is not 
possible for me, in the circumstances of 
the case, to have a detailed knowledge 
of them. I can only indicate in a general 
outline the policy of the Government 
with respect to them. As to the Treaty 
of Commerce now being negotiated 
between Roumania and Germany, we 
have sent the commercial aftuch’ from 
Constantinople to watch the proceedings. 
He is eminently qualified to deal with 
the matter, and I am sure that under 
his superiutendence everything will be 
done that can be done to safeguard 
British commerce. With regard to the 
consular service and the point raised by 
my hon. friend the Member for St. 


Pancras, the report of the Departmental 
Committee to which he referred is engag- 
ing the attention of the Foreign Office; 
but the report was signed only on 2nd 


Sir Albert Rollit, 
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July, and it would be impossible to make 
any great change in the system in the 
course of a few weeks. I will take care 
that the matter is brought before the 
Foreign Office should they require to be 
reminded on the subject. 


As I do not see the hon. Member for 
Ross-shire present, it is not necessary for 
me to follow him on the wide excursion 
he took from the North Sea to China, 
stopping at Egypt on the way. I have 
been asked whether I could throw any 
light on the general policy of His 
Majesty’s Government in Somaliland. 
The hon. Member for Derbyshire sug 
gested that we are animated, in the 
military operations still going on there, 
chiefly with a desire to please the con. 
cession holders; and, indeed, the hon. 
Member went the length of saying that 
that was the formally declared policy of 
the Foreign Office. Ido not know on 
what information the hon. Gentleman 
bases that statement; but if it is on 
some Foreign Office document, he has 
entirely misunderstood it. Our policy in 
Somaliland is simple and clear. We 
find ourselves responsible for a_protec- 
torate there; we find the Mullah and 
his followers interfering with tribes to 
whom we have promised protection; 
and we have taken the only action open 
to us as a protecting Power—that is to 
say, to endeavour to the best of our 
ability to carry out our obligations. 
But I have to admitthat when the hon. 
Gentleman expresses regret for the 
heavy costs which the expedition involves 
he has His Majesty's Government entirely 
with him. We deplore the expenditure 
which has already taken place; and 
that which I am afraid is still likely 
to take place. The whole subject is 
a very intricate and embarrassing one, 
but it is not more difficult to us than it 
has been to other civilised nations who 
have had to deal with these nomad 
tribes. It is impossible to strike them 
in any walled city or cultivated area, 
because they have no walled cities and 
do not practise cultivation They 
vanish into their fastnesses whenever 
an attempt is made to strike them; 
and from the dawn of history down to 
this very day, these operations above all 
others have proved onerous, and, rela- 
tively to the difficulties in carrying them 
out, have been fruitless in a great 
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measure to the nations who have en- 
gaged in them. But much as I regret 
the sacrifices which these operations 
have entailed, and are likely to entail in 
the future, we cannot, conformably with 
our obligations, withdraw our hands 
from the plough or turn our backs upon 
the task we have deliberately undertaken. 

Then there were various questions asked 
with respect to the protectorates. The 
cost they throw upon the British Ex- 
chequer was deplored ; and it was pointed 


out that although the revenue is increas- | 


ing, the active expenditure for this year 
and next year is increasing at an even 
greater ratio. That is true, and, of 
course, it is to be regretted. But | 
would point out in the first place that 
the amounts involved are not relatively 
very considerable, and in the second 
place that it is premature to despair of 
these protectorates ever being a source 
of wealth to this country. I hold a very 
different view of their future. I do not 
say that next year, or the year after, or 
the year after that, we are going to have 
large favourable balances to show; but 
ldo say that in this period of our com- 
mercial history more than any other it 
is urgent that we should develop markets 
that cannot be wrested from us by the 
hostile tariff action of any foreign Power. 

There was a question asked by the 
Member for the University of Cambridge 
in regard to the experiment now being 
carried on in the migration of labour 
from Nyassaland to the Transvaal. My 
rigut hon. friend the Colonial Secretary 
is much more competent than I am to 
deal with this question; but I am in the 
position to say that the experiment is 
being most carefully watched by the 
Government and that every effort is 
being made to see that no injury or 
hardship is inflicted upon these migratory 
labourers. It is perfectly clear that if, 
as the right hon. Gentleman seems to 
suppose, there is a danger of these 
labourers having gone to the Transvaal 
under some misconception as to the 
character of the work which they were 
expected to perform, or as to the re- 
muneration they were to receive, that is 
an evil, which, in the nature of things, 
will remedy itself. Those who return 
will report as to the remuneration 
they received and as to the character 
of the work they had to do, and as 
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no pressure or compulsion is put 
upon them it will rest wth the 


people of Nyassaland whet her they con- 
tinue to go to the Transvaal in the 
circumstances. It is manifest that if 
the labour is of a kind which is unsuitable 
to the inhabitants of Nyassaland there is 
no chance of any large number of 
labourers making the experiment of 
leaving their own country. 


There was one question ra‘sed by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean as to the negotiations with 
the King of the Belgians with reference to 
what is known as the Lado enclave and 
other territories upon the left bank of 
the Nile. The House knows that all 
the difficulties in which we now find 
ourselves arose out of the arrangement 
come to in 1894 during Lord Rosebery’s 
Government. [ think Lord Kimberley 
was Foreign Secretary at the time, but I 
am not quite sure. An arrangement was 
made by which we were to have a strip 
of territory, or rights over a strip of 
territory, running north and south, con- 
necting our southern protectorates with 
the north of Africa. The Belgians were 
to have a lease on the Nile which was to 
terminate with the life of the present 
King of the Belgians, and there was also 
a still larger portion of territory in 
perpetuity to the Congo State so long as 
the Congo State should either be under 
the King of the Belgians or should be an 
independent State or should belong to 
Belgium. No sooner was the agreement 
made than, under circumstances which 
were not very satisfactory at the time, and 
circumstances which are not very satis- 
factory to look back upon, the con- 
sideration which we expected and the 
consideration which the Belgians expected 
were lost. Subsequently the situation 
was complicated by the battle of Omdur- 
man and the re-establishment of the 
rights of Egypt over the Sudan. That 
has produced a situation of considerable 
diplomatic perplexity. It would be 
difficult to say what are the rights of the 
King of the Belgians, but it would be as 
difficult to hold that he is wholly without 
any equitable interest in these regions at 
all. I should not like to say more on 
this subject of delicacy than that we are 
fully alive to the difficulties of the situa- 
tion, and that the view which the House 
of Commons has expressed in the most 


formal manner as regards the methods of 
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administration of the Congo region must 
undoubtedly form an element in determin- 
ing the policy of this country. 
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So far as Zanzibar and Pemba are 
concerned, the question of slavery may 
be regarded, as the hon. Gentleman 
opposite said, as in a fair way of settle- 


ment. If language as sanguine can 
hardly be used in regard to the 
mainland, there is no doubt that 


slavery is dying there as fast as it 
can well die. As our influence extends 
slavery disappears. I believe in a few 
years the whole question will be a 
matter merely of historical interest. 
Even during the last few years there can 
be no question whatever of hardships or 
any of the graver evils, and in Zanzibar 
and Pemba the diffienlty is not so much 
the freeing of slaves as the inducing the 
slaves to accept freedom. In many cases 
it is the master, who, against the wish of 
his slave and in order to obtain compensa- 
tion, compels the slave to accept that 
which, if left to himself, he is reluctant 
to take. There is always a double and 
an opposite danger in these questions of 
transition from slavery to freedom. 
There is the danger that people on the 
spot will be too keenly alive to the 
difficulties incidental to transition. They 
see with too critical a gaze the undoubted 
evils which always accompany transition. 
They are apt to magnify those evils, 
and undoubtedly; they are occasionally 
irritated by extreme statements which 
are made with the best possible intention 
by those engaged in the task of attacking 
slavery on the platform or in the Press— 
a task which everybody in this House 
will admit is sometimes accompanied by 
a certain amount of exaggerated state- 
ment. The other danger is a danger 
much less serious, but a danger which we 
must not forget, because it is one which 
attaches to our own action. While the 
people on the spot are almost certain to 
see the difficulties attending the transition 
in an exaggerated light and on an 
extreme scale, we, on the other hand, 
firmly impressed as we are that there is 
nothing which can be worse than slavery, 
are perhaps too oblivious of the fact that 
any step which may be taken to mitigate 
the transition from the status of slavery 
to freedom is not an easy task. In this 


particular case, as the House is aware, 
great evil has been produced by turning 
some of the younger female slaves loose 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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upon society, and there has been an 
increase of prostitution in consequence, 
with all its attendant evils. But of these 
two dangers tLe second is by far the less, 
and probably there has been an incalcul- 
able amount of good done by the pressure 
which this House has found it necessary 
to exercise in order to overcome the ms 
inertiae which too easily besets officials 
on the spot. 

The right hon. Member for Cambridge 
drew attention to the great land con- 
cessions in Uganda in connection with 
the trade in indiarubber. He pointed 
out that these were analogous con- 
cessions to those made in the Belgian 
and French Congo, and he asserted that 
to a certain extent in the French Congo 
and to a greater extent in the Belgian 
Congo those concessions had been accom- 
panied by very great abuse ; that some- 
thing like forced labour had been estab- 
lished there; and not merely forced 
labour but forced labour accompanied by 
a great deal of cruelty and barbarity. [ 
do not offer any opinion as to what has 
been or is going on in any other countries 
besides our own. That is not my busi- 
ness at the present time, but I can 
reassure my right hon. friend and the 
House that, as far as the concessions in 
Uganda are concerned, we are fully alive 
to the perils which naturally beset con- 
cessions of this character. We are 
watching them with the closest attention, 
and we think we are in a position to give 
a guarantee to the House and the country 
that they will be attended, at all events in 
Uganda, with no abuses of the kind to which 
my right hon. friend has called attention. 
I apologise to the hon. Member for Ross 
and Cromarty for not following him in 
his remarks upon the Fisheries Commis- 
sion, the administration of Egypt, or 
the general condition of Chinese trade. 
These are, no doubt, all questions of 
great interest and importance, but they 
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; have been discussed at great length in 


this House during the course of this 
session. 


’ *Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) said 
the object he had in view in drawing 
attention to the Island of Cyprus he 
did not expect to be accomplished 
now. The conditions this year as 
regarded Cyprus were abnormal. ‘The 
grant-in-aid this year, instead of 
being some £30,000 was £87,000. 
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That was absolutely necessary, because | 


Cyprus had just gone through a drought 
such as had not been experienced since 
the year 1873, five years before our 
occupation of the island. It was abso- 
lutely necessary that this country should 
supply that £87,000. He would not 
say that a profit was made out of the 
island, but he would say that a saving 
was made. The French saving this year 
was’ £40,000 to £41,000, but our loss 
this year was £47,000, or thereabouts. 
Since our occupation of the island the 
French saving had been somewhere not | 
far off £1,000,000, whilst the English | 
saving had only been about £170,000. | 
It might be said that they could get | 
this money from Turkey, if not out of 
the Cyprus tribute, but after Turkey | 
repudiated its liability for the 1855 loan | 
France paid her share, andso did England, 
and it was not until the accumulated 
money of Cyprus had been seized that 
France wag repaid her advance, and the 
English Treasury was also repaid. The 
figures did not appear to be very large, 
but they should remember that they were | 
dealing with a very small island with a 
population of about 240,000 people. The 
revenue of Cyprus he would roughly call 
£130,000 a year, and the result was that 
the island had to pay £60,000 out of 
that total, which was spent elsewhere. 
He asked the Colonial Secretary what 
would happen if under some old treaty 
Canada were bound to pay one-third of | 
her revenue to be spent elsewhere ? 
In those circumstances, how long would 
Canada remain a part of the Empire? 
He noticed in the Cyprus Report for 
1901-1902 a quotation from an article | 
by Sir Robert Lang Hamilton. He} 
would read to the House the extract— 
‘*‘An entirely independent observer, Sir 
Hamilton Lang, K.C.M.G., lately the head of | 
the Imperial Ottoman Bank at Constantinople, 
who resided in Cyprus and knew it well, betore 
the occupation, thus writes in a recent article in 
Blackwood’s Magazine—‘ In Cyprus an honest + 
administration has supplanted a corrupt 
régime. Financial order has taken the place 
of oppressive exactions. Liberty of the sub- 
ject has dispelled the miasma of fanatical sus- 
picion, Civilly, financially and morally the 
position of the people has been raised.’ ” 
Broadly, he agreed with what Sir 
Robert Hamilton Lang had written on 
this matter. He had never denied that | 
Cyprus had benefited from the present | 
government of the island, but his desire 
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wus that the people of the island 


should benefit a great deal more, 
and enjoy their own taxation. He 
would read a few words from a letter 
by Sir R. Hamilton Lang written from 
Cairo in 1896. If Sir R. Hamilton 
Lang was worth quoting in the High 
Commissioner's Report he was worth 
quoting in the House of Commons con- 
cerning the tribute. He wrote — ' 


‘Its enormity needs only one demonstra- 
tion. [t represents ICs. per head of the 
population, or £2 10s. per family. Fancy 
rich and fertile Egypt paying a tribute oi 
£3,250,000 sterling to the Sultan, or rich 
England having to ins ribe £19,000,000 on her 
Budget, payable out of the country t» a foreign 
Power, and yet both countries could better 
afford couble these amounts than a poor 
island like Cyprus its £92,000 of tribute. Sir 
Robert Biddulph was said to have calculated 
that the surplus revenues of Cyprus amounted 
to the last mentioned sum ; but the details of 
the calculation were never published, and there 
can be no doubt that he los, himseif in the 
maze of debased currencies in which the 
revenues of Cyprus were paid.” 


In the same letter he wrote— 


*‘This explanation is necessary to remove it 
false impression in England that Cyprus has 
been a pecuniary loss. Its possession has 
saved the Treasury from a bad debt which 
threatened to be £90,000 a year, but which, 
taking into account the grants-of-aid to Cyprus, 
has been reduced to £30,000 a year.” 


In another letter he wrote (1896) — 


“What, however, is clearly evident, and 
which interests the British taxpayer, is that by 
the possession of Cyprus the British Treasury 
has heen enabled to encash more than 
£1,000,000 sterling of a bad debt with Turkey.” 


Sir Thomas Brassey wrote in 1878 or 
1879— 


‘Tt is impossible that the condition of 
Cyprus can materially improve so long as it 
remains subject to an annual tribute to the 
Ottoman Empire. England should pay the 
tribute, remit all injurious taxes, and make 
Cyprus a free port, and the Hong Kong and 
Singapore of the Eastern Mediterranean.’ 

Sir Robert Biddulph wrote in 1880 to 
Lord Granville— 

“‘It is obvious that it is unrea-onable to 
suppose that the revenue will at present ad- 
mit of such an enormous subsidy to Turkey, 
and it is hard on a country which has a revenue 
which is double its expenditure to be compelled 
to postpone necessary public works, or to con- 
tinue a number of taxes which press heavily o1 
the people.” 

He urged the right hon. Gentleman to 
consider whether anything could be 
done in regard to this tribute. They 
could not wonder at the people of Cyprus 
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being somewhat discontented when they | position, inasmuch as £40,000 or £47,000 
had to pay such a very large sum of| was in the nature of a loan, which it Was 
money, especially in view of the fact that | expected would be repaid. The contribu- 
they were far from being a very rich | tion this year had been raised owing to 


people. 
possession of the Island of Cyprus that | 
it should be an object lesson to the| 
peoples of the Eastern Mediterranean | 
as to the beneficence and the benefits | 
of the English Government. 
given them the benefits, but he want 
them to have the beneficence and justice | 
of this country. This was a subject 
in which he took very great interest, | 
and he should cons der himself wanting 
in his duty if he did not avail himself of 
every opportunity that offered for bring- 
ing it betore the House. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


It was our desire when we took | the unfortunate fact that Cyprus had 
| been subject for two years to one of 


those exceptional droughts against which 
no science appeared to be of any avail. 
He did not regard the fact that the 


We had | tribute as applied to the payment of the 
eq | loan had been a saving to this country or 
| to France, and he denied altogether that 


if the tribute had not been so applied 
either France or this country would have 
wiped out the loan as a bad debt, because 
they could have found other resources of 
Turkey, upon which they could have 
made a claim. He did not think, there- 


|fore, that this country stood in the 


| indirectly ; 
FOR | 


Birmingham, W.) said he felt inclined to | 
congratulate his hon. friend the Member | 


for Warrington on the pertinacity, but he | 


would preter to say the perseverance, 
with which he reverted to the question 
of the Cyprus tribute. 
that since he 
office the hon. Gentlemen had 
the same speech every year, 


made 
and 


He thought | 
had held his present | 


he had made the same speech in reply | ; l 
regard to the tribute, unless by means of 


to his hon. friend; but he was sorry 
to say that they had not got much 
further. His hon. friend was now re 
inforced by the hon. Member for south 
Islington, who put forward very much 
the same argument. He did not agree 
with either of his hon. friends as to 
the circumstances connected with this 
tribute, but he did agree in their opinion 
that it constituted a very heavy burden 
on the island. We took possession of 
Cyprus at a time when this mortgage 
on its resources was estimated at £80,000 
or £90,000 a year. If wehad not taken 
Cyprus the people would not only have 
been paying thissum now without enjoy- 
ing the collateral advantages of our rule, 
but there would have been no reduction 
of the tribute. Since we had been the 
owners of the island Cyprus had received 
a reduction in the shape of a contribu- 
tion voted annually by Parliament for 
the benefit of the people. ‘his reduction 
averaged £30,000 a year, and this year 
it had reached a sum of £87,000. But 
that sum did not correctly represent the 


Mr, Pierpoint, 


position of having benefited directly or 
on the contrary, we had been 
losers. We should have been richer if 
we had never taken Cyprus, and there 
were many persons who thought that it 
would have been better oa all grounds if 
we had never taken possession of the 
island. But since we had taken it we 
were bound to do our duty by it. Our 
rule had been of enormous advantage to 
the people, and he hoped that the 
advantages they enjoyed would be still 
further increased. He could not, however, 
hold out any hope of a change with 


negotiations we were able to transpose 
the loan and to obtain money at a lower 
rate of interest. Ever since he had been 
in office he had been in conference with 
the Foreign Office, endeavouring by one 


means or another to secure a certain 
alteration, but they had failed. ‘They 
could not force their views on _ other 
parties concerned, of whom, unfor- 


tunately, there were many, and _ they 
had been unable up to the present time 
to come to a satisfactory arrangement. 
If they could do so no one would 
rejoice more than he should. 


He had been under the impression that 
the irrigation works were a great success. 
He still hoped that they would prove of 
much utility, but the drought had come 
u;on the island inopportunely. with the 
result that the reservoirs contained an 
insufficient supply of water during the 
late season. That was the cause of the 
state of the finances. He hoped th t 
this exceptional state of affairs would 
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soon pass away; for he believed that | itself. He would find that we should be 
these works would not only be a great bound to offer it to Turkey. That was 
advantage to the island, but, inasmuch a matter of faet, and no Resolution could 
as they would pay their way, the fact alter it in the slightest degree. The sub- 
would be agreat encouragement to carry Ject, however, was not one of the slightest 
out other works of the same description. practical interest. He knew nothing 
The other works of improvement, in- about the other Question raised by the 
cluding the harbour at Famagusta, and right non. Baronetas to the native members 
the preparations for the railway, were Of the Upper House not being invited to 
being pressed forward as fast as possible, attend Court since their swearing in. As 
and the only reason which might steamship and postal communication, 
prevent the authorities from undertaking > a he was under the — 
works of further development was that ey *y . a aategar existed y 
in the present state of the finances he “70 4 subsidy was given to the 
did not feel disposed to make a larger Austrian Llovd in order to improve the 
demand on the Treasury this year. If aaa between Cyprus and 
we had better resources the island would *©*@70™4 

be able to carry on these internalim- _ _ bee bs 
provements. The right hon. Member Sim ALBERT ROLLIT said that the 
for the Forest of Dean had asked a @'Tangement was with another company. 
question as toa Resolution about Turkish The Austrian Lloyd would be satisfactory 
rule succeeding ours in Cyprus. He if it could be employed fora small subsidy. 
thought that the House need hardy The existing communication was highly 
trouble itself about a hypothetical state. “satisfactory. 


ment like that. Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said he 


personally preferred that the communi- 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE saidthat what cation should be by a British line, if 


was stated was that the Legislative that were possible. At the same time 
Assembly of Cyprus had passed a Motion something was done by a subsidy to im- 
brought forward by a Mohammedan) prove the communication. He under- 
member, declaring that in the event of stood that what his hon. friend suggested 
the retrocession of the island it should be was that something more should be 
retroceded to Turkish rule. done. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said he did) SIR ALBERT ROLLIT: The results are 
not know exactly how the case was 0t satisfactory, and I hope the right 
presented to the Legislature of hon. Gentleman will give his attention 
Cyprus, nor was he aware that to the matter. 
it had been presented. He thought : : eee 
that the complaint arose through some Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said he 
statement of the Government, which said, Would make inquiry as to what improve- 
as he believed correctly, that under the ments had been made in the altered con- 
terms of the cession of Cyprus to this tract, andif he found it was capable of 
country it would not be in our power to further improvement he would make it. 
transfer the island to any other country, It had been recognised by the islanders 
but only to re-transfer it to Turkey. themselves, and by others, that a great 
That was an entirely premature question. deal had been done for the island. It 
The Government had not the slightest’ was only one out of a great number oi 
intention to do so. At present he could His Majesty’s possessions, and we could 
not say what the scheme of the Legisla-, not put on the Exchequer a_ dispro- 
tive Council was, nor could he conceive portionate charge for it, but it could not 
of any Resolution which could have be said that we had not done our part 
come forward as part of the business of in endeavouring to improve the condition 
the session. If the right hon. Gentleman of the island since it came into our 
wished to know what would happen in possession. 
the extremely improbable event of the i 
(sovernment’s deciding to give up Cyprus,| *Sir CHARLES DILKE said that as the 
he must go to the terms of the cession reply of the Prime Minister in regard to 
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the Congo Free State had been satis- 


factory, under the circumstances he 
would withdraw his Amendment. 





Supply— 


“Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to. 
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Cuass VI. 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£393,521, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
onthe 31st day of March, 1904, for the 
following services included in Class VI. of 
the Estimates for Civil Services, viz. :— 


1. Superannuation and Re- 
tired Allowances (includ- <£ 
ing a Supplementary Sum 





of £4,000 re . 342,914 
2. Merchant Seamen’s Fund 
Pensions ; : . 1,000 
3. Miscellaneous Charitable 
and other Allowances 646 
4. Hospitals and Charities 
Ireland . ’ f ‘ 342 
5. Savings Banks’ and Friendly 
Societies’ Deficiencies 48,619 
£393,521” 
Cuass VII, 
8. “That a sum, not exceeding 


£61,082, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, 
for the following Services included in 
Class VII. of the Estimates for Civil 
Services, viz. :— 








£ 
4. St. Louis Exhibition 50,000 
5. Repayment to the Civil 
Contingencies Fund 11,082 
£61,082” 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
“That a sum, not exceeding 


£783,000 be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for ex- 
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including Army (Ordnance Factories), 
viz. :-— 


Army Estimates. 


11. Establishments for Military 


Education . 134,500 
12. Miscellaneous Effective 
Services 62,000 


13 War Office, Salaries and 
Miscellaneous Charges . 331,500 
Army (Ordnance Factories) 245,000 


£783,000" 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Seventh 
postponed. 


and Eighth Resolutions 


Ninth Resolution considered. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said he 
desired to call the attention of the House 
to the recent explosion at Woolwich, 
and to the absolute necessity of doing 
something to make the recurrence of 
such accidents impossible. He supposed 
they would be told that adequate com- 
pensation would be given to the victims 
of this explosion, or their representatives ; 
but no amount of compensation could, 
under any circumstances, take the place 
of a breadwinner. Their duty was 
rather to prevent accident than to deal 
with compensation. He recognised that 
there must bedanger in the Arsenal, but 
they were bound to minimise it as far as 

ssible. He had heard it said that but 

or the precautions which had been taken, 
the loss of life would have been infinitely 
worse. Theseriouscharge was made, and it 
was somewhat backed up by the finding of 
the coroner’s jury, that theaccident was 
preventable, and that in a measure the 
Government were responsible for it. 
The men were paid partly on their out- 
put, and on the Thursday morning of 
the accident, when the books were made 
up, these men, in order to make an extra 
shilling or two, rushed their work ; and 
it was this bustle and hurry which was 
responsible for the explosion. The rate 
of wages paid was not sufficient to make 
them careful ; they became very reckless, 
like soldiers in the field. He made an 
appeal fto the Department to give the 
men a regulation rate of wages and so 





penditure on the following Army Services, 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


prevent them bustling and hurrying 
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round on the day the books were made 
up. Major Barlow at the inquest was 
asked whether this piecework did not 
tend to increase the danger, and he 
replied that it was difficult to say ; that 
something must be done to encourage 
the men to give their best service. His 
experience was that if the men were 
bustled,; they did not give their best 
service to the nation ; the best way to 
get good service was to pay them a 
decent rate of wages, and trust to their 
honour. He thought the present 
hospital was too far away. It took 
eighteen or twenty minutes to get these 
poor men to the hospital onthe railway. 
He pointed out that there was a site 
within the reach of the danger zone 
where a comparatively cheap building 
for hospital purposes could be put 
up, and to which injured men could 
be taken in a very few minutes. Of 
course the present hospital could remain 
where it was. Then, would the House 
believe it, the injured men were charged 
a shilling a day for maintenance in the 
hospital as a result of an accident in the 
Arsenal! That was penny wise and 
pound foolish, because the chances were 
that the men would ask for their discharge 
from hospital before they ought to be, in 
order to get back to their wives and 
families, and their work. He thought 
that that system ought to be speedily 
altered, and the right hon. Gentleman 
would earn the gratitude of the men if 
he abolished the charge altogether. 


Supply— 


Another matter was that there was 
always a feeling among the men that they 
were not properly treated in regard to 
wages. It was said, in answer to a Question 
put the other day, that the wages ranged 
from 32s. to 36s. a week, but on July 5th 
they were only paid 24s. 10d. a week. 
Again, in the Arsenal there was a difficulty 
in the men getting properly recognised for 
services rendered. When a man was put 
to a machine he acquired skill, and 
machinists ought to be kept at that work 
and their pay advanced to 3Us. a week. 
There was also the question of fellowship 
work. Suppose a mistake was made on 
account of some order given, and the 
result was that damage was done, instead 
of the man really responsible for the 
damage being charged, the whole cost of 
the damage was charged against the 
fellowship. Complaints frequently reached 
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him that the standard of inspection in the 
Arsenal was more critical and more severe 
in regard to work turned out in the 
Arsenal than in regard to the work done 
by private contractors. Generally the 
contractors complained that they were 
subject to a heavier and more critical ex- 
amination of their work than was the 
case with the articles manufactured in the 
Arsenal. That was positively not so. 


Army Estimates. 


Another point he thought worthy of 
consideration was that where they had 
men of proved capacity, the heads of the 
departments should be encouraged to 
have more sympathy with them than was 
shown at the present time. That would 
lead to excellent results, because more 
work was obtained from men who had 
over them a sympathetic head than if he 
were a martinet and a disciplinarian of 
the first water. He also wanted to know 
whether the Department was thoroughly 
content with all the experiments, whether 
those experiments were made under the 
orders of the War Office, and whether the 
returns were sent in giving the time and 
materials expended upon them. Those 
particulars were necessary, because 
there was a suspicion abroad that a 
good many experiments were made at 
the whim of those with control of the 
departments, in which case expenses must 
be cut down in one department to make 
up for loss in another department. 
Returns ought to be made of all experi- 
ments, giving their cost and the authority 
under which they were made. 


Another question to which he desired to 
call attention was that of the payment of 
the men. The Government were going to 
institute a new system of premiums, and 
were doing the proper thing in encouraging 
men to take an interest in the output If 
they started this premium system—and 
they might do so anywhere except in the 
danger department—they ought to fix 
as the standard a decent living standard 
to begin with, and encourage the men to 
goon. Lower wages were accepted in 


‘the Arsenal because men were in receipt 


of a pension, and he thought that it was 
very hard for the Government to prac- 
tically take those pensions into account, 
and then cut the wages of other men 
down in proportion. It frequently 
happened that workmen were offered a 
starvation rate of wages, and had. to 
accept it or go without entirely. He 
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remembered paying a visit to a Govern- 
ment department where women were 
getting eleven shillings a week, and when 
he remarked the rate was “absolute 
starvation,” he was told that on the 
other hand it was “constant.” The 
Government should realise that the 
wages often paid could not keep a 
single man in decency, to say nothing 
of a married man with a family. Every 
year in London there was given out to 
people at work, including paid Government 
employees, no less than £232,000 to 
supply them with medical treatment, and 
they had to have these medical comforts 
simply because 





THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Will the hon. 
Member say between how many people 
this £232,000 is shared ? 


*Mr CROOKS said it might be spread 
over any part of five millions, but his 
complaint was that owing to the lowness of 
wages many men were unable to get 
proper medical treatment for their wives 
and children. Many of them, when upon 
applying for a medical order were asked 
the amount of their wages, would reply 
one guinea, and in order to satisfy the 
requirements of the Local Government 
Board the relief was given in the form of 
aloan. But the hard fact remained that 
more than a quarter of a million sterling 
was spent in a year on medical treatment 
for able-bodied men and their wives and 
families in consequence of the low rate of 


wages paid. The Government, moreover, | 


were the worst offenders in that respect. 
They had passed a pious resolution on 
the subject of these low wages, but un- 
fortunately children could not be fed on 
pious resolutions. What was wanted 
was more money to be spent on the 
people who stood in most need of it. Only 
a few weeks ago there was a case of a 


labourer leaving home in the morning | 


and having to send in a neighbour’s wife 
to look after his wife who was in dire 
distress, and the total sum that could be 
left in the house was fivepence. That 


instance showed that a man, even in 
regular work and earning one guinea 
a week, could not leave anything for the 
moment when it was needed the most. 
His argument was that the money of the 
country was spent in the wrong way. If 


Mr. Crooks. 
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the Government would only give a little 
more consideration to the men at the 
bottom, there was plenty of room to cut a 
little off those at the top. The lower 
grade men never had a chance. What 
the House wanted badly was a Minister of 
Industry who would know something 
about the toilers. The fact remained that 
it was bad distribution of the money that 
compelled men to work at so low a wage. 
The Secretary for War might say that the 

_ the state of things had gone on for a long 

‘ time, but he wanted the right hon. Gentle- 
man to start a new record and let the 
men at the bottom of the tree get a little 
ease andcomfort. With that he wouldmove 
a reduction of the Vote by £1,000. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£783,000,’ and 
‘£782,000.’ —( Mr. Crooks.) 


insert 


Question proposed, “ That ‘£783,000’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth) said he desired to raise a 
point of interest with his constitu- 


ency, as it dealt with the question 
of pay in the Army Ordnance Depart- 
ment. They had the Army Ordnance 
and the Navy Ordnance Department side 
by side. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
| ford): I am not aware that these wages 
can be discussed on this Vote. The 
| Army Ordnance Department is a depart- 
, ment in which ordnance stores are kept. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Gentleman 
_is not in order in raising the question on 
this Vote. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS: If that is 
, so I have nothing more to say. 


*Strn CHARLES DILKE said he had 
one or two questions to put on this 
| Vote. There was a recent Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee which dealt 
with this Department. It said :— 


“ Your Committee have had before them the 
correspondence between the War Office and 
‘the Treasury, which arose out of their Sixth 
| Report of last year. That Report dealt with 
the great waste that had been discovered at 
the fn Factories, and with the question 
of the management of those factories. The 
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Supply— 


Committee observe from the co:respondence 
that the Chief Superintendent seeks to show, 
ina long memorandum to the Director-General 
of Ordnance, that the amount of waste which 
had actually taken place was not so great as 
the Report in question would indicate. The 
Committee had no evidence before them on 
the subject besides that of the Chief Superin- 
t-ndent, who himself furnished the main facts 
upon which they formed their opinion. Those 
facts are not materially affected by the corres- 
pondence with the Treasury, and the Com- 
mittee entirely agree with the view expressed 
by that Department ia their letter of 22nd of 
April last, and adhere to their Report of last 
session. In the answer of the War Office to 
that letter, reference is made to the large 
amount of pay necessary to secuie the services 
of thoroughly competent civilian managers. 
Your Committee are of opinion that, looking 
at the vast sums which will assuredly be 
wasted year after year under incompetent 
management in an enormous manufacturing 
business like the Royal Arsensal, it would be 
true economy to offer salaries to persons placed 
in control of the several departments commen- 
surate with those given in civil life.” 

He would like to ask the Government 
whether their attention had been called 
to that Report, and whether any steps 
were to be taken in the direction 
suggested. There were large outside 
establishments paying high salaries, and 
although the War Office succeeded in 
obtaining officers at comparatively low 
salaries, it was very doubtful whether 
that policy was in the interest either of 
economy or the State. Another little 
matter to be mentioned on that Vote was 
a recent circular issued which asked 
officers commanding battalions whether 
they wanted to havetheir bayonets repaired, 
and if it were the case whether they 
could spare them in order to be sent back 
to the contractors. In several cases 
officers commanding battalions had sent 
back their bayonets under the impression 
that they would not be ae them for 
long, but it proved that a long time 
elapsed before they got them back again, 
and it was found they were sent by 
water. That was a small matter worthy 
of attention. 


Mr. BRODRICK said the circular 
mentioned was new to him, and he had 
not seen it. He would, however, make 
inquiries. With regard to the appoint- 
ments at the ordnance factories, there was 
no question that many officers of expe- 
rience had been tempted away from the 
ordnance factories by the large salaries 
offered by private firms. The best men 
should certainly be chosen, but the diffi- 


{10 Aveust 1903} 





Army Estimates. 734 


culty was that the pay and other emolu- 
ments, by way of legitimate commission 
and so forth, given by private firms made 
it very difficult for the Government to 
compete with them. He did not wish to 
say anything disrespectful of the Report 
of the Public Accounts Committee, but 
the main point on which they based their 
decision that large sums of money were 
lost to the public in the ordnance factories 
was the consideration of the treatment of 
refuse, and they declared, he thought a 
little hastily, that the loss to the public 
amounted to £250,000. On behalf of the 
officials engaged he must say that he 
thought that deduction of the Committee 
a little unfair, because it assumed two 
premises, neither of which was correct. 
The first was that the system under which 
refuse could be utilised so as to obtain 
from it all the metal that was thrown 
away had been in use in private firms, and 
might have been in use in the ordnance 
factories, for ten years past. But it had 
been shown that the treatment of refuse 
had only very recently been brought into 
use in private firms, within the last five 
years. Secondly, there was a very con- 
siderable error as to the amount of the loss, 
which did not amount to more than one- 
fifth of the sum the Committee mentioned. 
He could only say that it was the desire 
of the War Office to get the best and the 
most practical men for the ordnance 
factories, and he had been in communi- 
cation with the Treasury with a view 
to ascertaining what would be the 
largest sum they would be justified 


in paying for a superintendent. He 
recognised that the work was ex- 


ceedingly onerous, to some extent compli- 
cated and extremely responsible, and, as 
everybody knew, unless he was well 
served the superintendent of a small arms 
factory could not exercise proper control. 
He did not intend to make any change, 
except to bring the chief superintendent 
up to the War Office, not to reside there, 
but to be there on stated occasions, to 
confer with the Financial Secretary, so 
that they might have his own official 
statements from him and not the state- 
ments from a person in an inferior position. 
He was sure the House would not desire 
him to say more at the moment. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) asked 
what reply was given by the Treasury to 
the right hon. Gentlemen’s representation 
as to salary. 
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Mr. BRODRICK said they were dis- 
posed to take a practical view of the 
situation ; but, of course, as every. one 
knew, in the public service payments 
were not made according to results, and 
it was difficult to make one single excep- 
tion. He had once put that fact before a 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer, whose 
reply was that he had saved the country 
millions, and that if he was to have a 
commission he would be a cheap man at 
£100,000 a year, and that he should 
expect that if he went into the employ of 
a private firm. The great difficulty at 
the present time was that there were a 
number of great firms who had simply to 
consider the commercial value of the man 
they employed. The hon. Member for 
Woolwich had brought forward what he 
conceived to be the danger of employing 
men on piecework in dangerous work. 
He had been in communication with the 
chief superintendent at Woolwich on the 
subject, and he was awaiting his reply ; 
but he understood that the view the hon. 
Member took, that piecework was not 
applicable to dangerous work, was one 
which the officials might be able to adopt. 
As to stoppages, the system used to be 
that men were paid full pay in hospital, 
but made a contribution of a shilling a 
day for hospital charges. That held good 
for all who came into the service before 
August, 1900. Men who had entered 
since were placed on half their scheduled 
pay, which was quite a different thing to 
their real earnings, and nothing was 
deducted for hospital charges. He had 
never heard any complaint of that system, 
and he believed it was considered a fair 
arrangement. 


Mr. CROOKS pointed out that the 
men were worse off now, because a man 
earning 24s. a week only got 12s., whereas 
formerly he would get 17s. 


Mr. BRODRICK understood that half 
of the rate a man was earning without 
stoppages was very often as much to his 
advantage as full pay with the stoppages, 
but he undertook to look into the point, 
and also into the allegation of undue 
expenditure on experiment. The com- 


plaints of severity of inspection were 
interesting as giving the other side of the 
case sometimes presented to him by con- 
tractors, who were apt to say that the 
inspectors were more severe upon their 


{COMMONS} 











736 


work. With regard to the wages of the 
lowest class of employees the Government 
were anxious to deal fairly with these 
men and at the same time to remember 
that they were trustees of the nation’s 
money. 


Army Estimates. 


Sr HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said that as a representative of 
a town which had more to do with ord- 
nance factories than any other town in 
the kingdom, he might perhaps be allowed 
to say that the best opinion was always 
entertained by private firms of the military 
officers in charge of ordnance factories, 
Their high standard of honour and great 
courtesy, and the desire to do all they 
could within the limits of their function to 
meet the views of the private manufac. 
turers, were fully recognised. It was his 
duty to impress upon the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War the absolute necessity of setting 
his face against any extensions at the 
ordnance factories at Woolwich. | 
would not be politic to extend these 
factories if it were calculated to interfere 
with the private trade of the country. 
There was no greater mistake than to 
concentrate all the work from the Army 
and Navy at Woolwich. The Secretary 
of State would remember that he himself, 
and his predecessors, had encouraged the 
setting up of a costly plant in Sheffield, 
and elsewhere, by private persons in order 
that the Government might have a second 
string to their bow besides the ordnance 
factory. It was very important that 
however zealous the superintendent of 
the ordnance factory might be, and 
anxious to show that an extension of the 
factory might be of advantage to the 
public service, that he should do all he 
could to afford remunerative employment 
to this very costly plant put down at the 
Department's express instance. There 
was one matter that pressed very hardly 
upon the working men in Sheffield, and 
that was, the holding back of orders by 
the Government until the very last 
moment, and then throwing a large order 
into the hands of the contractors. This 
was attended with considerable evil, be- 
cause it caused an inflation of trade, an‘ a 
large number of workmen were attracted 
to the town. The time came when work- 
men were discharged, and at the present 
moment relief works were in progress by 
the corporation of Sheffield on account of 
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the number of men unemployed at the 
yarious industries. 


Mr. WEIR complained that the right 
hon. Gentleman had said nothingin respect 
to the question of machinery, which the 
hon. Member for Woolwich raised. He 
protested that men, when they had 
mastered a particular machine, should be 
taken away and put upon another, and 
never be allowed to make any progress. 
He hoped the matter would be looked 
into, and the men, when they had 
mastered a machine, would be kept to 
it, and be enabled to turn out perfect 
work. With regard to the experiments 
that were being made no one knew 
whether they were being made on behalf 
of the foremen of the works or the 
Government. These experiments might 
be necessary, but they should know what 
the cost of them was going to be. The 
Government should also commence these 
men at a living wage and raise them 
from that, and not start them at a 
starvation wage. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham) said he understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to lay down the principle that 
it was impossible for the Government of 
this country to pay the heads of its great 
departments the same salaries which 
private firms paid tc the gentlemen at 
the head of their great departments. He 
desired to know whether the appointment 
of military officers to important depart- 
meiits at Woolwich was due to the fact 
that their services could be secured 
without payment of such high salaries 
as would have to be paid to civilians, 
and whether it was considered that part 
of their payment consisted in the prestige 
of the appointments, prospect of honours, 
and so forth, or upon what system the 
value of their services was calculated. 
He thought the country would view with 
alarm the theory that the Government 
could not afford to employ the best men 
because they could not afford to pay 
them the best salary in competition with 
private firms. The business done by the 
Government was so much greater than 
that done by private firms, and this 
wou'd be a very dangerous principle to 
lay down. Perhaps his noble friend 
would explain just what the principle 
was on which those salaries were based. 
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Lorp STANLEY said he did not think 
there was any reason to anticipate that 
they would have any difficulty with the 
Treasury in fixing the salary to be 
given to the head of the factory establish- 
ment in accordance with the view of all 
those who wish to see a man paid a 
proper salary for the responsibility im- 
posed upon him. At the same time they 
must recognise that there was a differ- 
ence in the case of a salary paid to the 
head of an ordnance factory for constant 
work, which was not bound by the 
amount of output, and which was, so to 
speak, a permanent situation, which 
many men would be glad to take for a 
salary lower than they would be willing 
to take in the case of a private firm 
where the work might not be so constant 
or the employment so permanent. 
Therefore, they would see that there was 
a perceptible difference between the 
situation of those two men. At the same 
time he might say that his right hon. 
friend was in communication with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and he had 
no doubt that they would be able to 
arrange for sucha salary as would secure 
the best available man for this par- 
ticular post, whether military or civilian. 
That was the only answer he could give 
to his hon. friend. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for Shettield put 
forward a proposition with which he 
was in entire agreement, to the effect 
that, in time of peace they should 
preserve in the factories a large measure 
of extension for time of war, and that, in 
addition to having their own ordnance 
factories they should be careful not to 
put all their eggs into one basket, but 
should have private firms who, like 
themselves, were kept alive in times of 
peace by the orders which the War Office 
gave them, and who would be, in time 
of war, an enormous increase of strength. 
This would result in excellent economy, 
because, in time of war, they would find 
that large power of extension without 
further payment, instead of that ex- 
tension which only came by degrees, and 
for which they had to pay so heavily 
during the late war. 

The hon. Member for Woolwich, whose 
remarks had beenaddedtoand repeated by 
the hon. Membersitting next to him, asked 
a question about the machinists, and said 
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'that some machinists, after having been 
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taught their work, were put back to/| 
Sweeping the floors. That had been 
done because those persons had been 
found unfit for the work which they had | 
been given to do. After making careful 
inquiries he could find no instance of 
the kind which had been mentioned. 
There was no instance of taking an accom- 
plished machinist from his ordinary 
work, but where a machinist ‘had been 
tried and found wanting it had been 
found necessary to reduce him. With 
regard to payment for damages, although 
it did appear hard on the face of it, 
if they relieved these men altogether 
from responsibility for negligence in 
their work it would be hardly fair to 
the State. He quite admitted that it 
might be hard in some cases that the 
men should suffer for mistakes, but 
where mistakes could be proved to be 
pure mistakes in most of those cases the 
fines had been remitted. In cases where 
it could be proved that there had been 
negligence they had some right to im- 
pose punishment for that negligence. 
He did not know that there were any 
other points which had been raised 
except those into which his right hon. 
friend had promised the fullest inquiry. 


Supply— 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he could not follow the logic of the 
noble Lord. The hon. Member had 
complained that the heads of depart- 
ments did not appear to be satisfied 
with their stipends. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he had 
suggested nothing of the kind, for he 
merely made an inquiry as to what was 
the system upon which the salaries were 


based. 


Mr. BROADHURST said that if the 
speech of the hon. Member opposite 
meant anything at all, it meant that 
the heads of those departments were 
worth more money than they were 
receiving. The noble Lord opposite 
had said that with regard to these 
positions there was no difficulty in 
finding men. 


Lorp STANLEY: I did not say that. 
Mr. BROADHURST said that was 


what he understood the noble Lord to 
state. 


Lord Stanley. 
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Loxp STANLEY said he did not Say 
that at all; on the contrary, he said 
they were difficult to find. 
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Mr. BROADHURST said the noble 
Lord stated that the heads of these 
departments were receiving a satisfac- 
tory salary, or they would not stay, 
and he pointed out the enormous 
advantage these men at present possessed 
because they had a certain salary paid 
to them, no matter what the condition 
of the work of the department might be ; 
or, in other words, he said their stipend 
did not depend upon the output. In 
many private firms the heads of de- 
partments had great competition to 
face, and they had to show profits, and 
upon their capacity to show profits 
depended their retention in their posi- 
tions. The noble Lord’s argument was 
that all was well and satisfactory, and 
then he suddenly left that position and 
said that they were about to put them- 
selyes into communication with the 
Treasury to see what increase could be 
made in the salaries of the heads of 
departments and what amount could be 
paid. If all was satisfactory and well 
and they had the best men doing the 
best work, and the War Office were 
satisfied with their position, why on 
earth should they apply to the Treasury 
for an increased salary for a class of 
men who were satisfied with what 
they were receiving at the present 
time. He did not see the logic 
of the position at all. He sincerely 
trusted that the Treasury would refuse 
this increase unless a substantial case 
was made out in justification of that 
increase. There was waste enough at 
the War Office already, for waste was 
constantly going on there in all branches 
of its work without this further un- 
necessary increase in the stipends of the 
heads of those departments. 


CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said 
that upon this question one of the 
arguments put forward was that mili- 
tary men could be got for these positions 
at about half the price of good civilians. 
No doubt the position of superintendent 
of any of these departments, if they 
only gave £300 a year, would command 
plenty of applications. If they put 
civilian at the head of a department 
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Supply— 


he must have a certain amount of 
experience and prestige, and a certain 
market value in the engineering world ; 
and to get a man of that character 
would cost at least double as much as 
a military man — he had heard the 
salary put at £2,500. The Secretary 
of State for War had put forward the 
argument that there should be a certain 
amount of military and naval men 
employed. Hedid not know where the 
War Office were to get their good 
technical advice. If they had a 
manufacturing civil service trained up, 
no doubt they would be just as faithful 
to that service as the military men, but 
even Woolwich was not big enough to 
make a profession of that kind. There- 
forethey had either to train up a certain 
number of military men, or go into the 
engineering market. It was most im- 
portant to have a few men in the Army 
and Navy on whom they could rely 
possessing sufficient technical knowledge 
and whom they could trust. Such men 
ought to work with the workmen in 
the department ten or fifteen years 
before they were appointed as heads of 
those departments, and in every country 
it had been found necessary to have a 
certain number of military and naval 
men employed in the great arsensals. 
It would be a pity to depart from that 
position. He did not think they should 
be exclusively military or naval men. 
They would never get a good civil 
engineer on the same terms as they 
would get a military man, who had other 
propects in his profession, including 
pension. He instanced the case of Sir 
Andrew Noble, who, if he had remained 
in the Government service, would prob- 
ably have got about £1,000 a year. He 
left the artillery service and joined Lord 
Armstrong. and he was popularlysupposed 
to have done extremely well. In regard 
to tenders, the hon. Member said they 
could never have a thoroughly healthy 
system until the public knew more 
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about the contracts. The amount of 
power the Director of Contracts had was 
enormous, and ought not to be permitted. 
He thought the contracts and the tenders 
ought to be published. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is out of order 
to discuss contracts now. ‘There is no 
provision for contracts_in this Vote. 


CoLonEL NOLAN said the hon.*Mem- 
ber for Sheffield had complained that 
they did not get enough contracts 
for that town. He did not see how he 
could reply to that without commenting 
on the subject of centracts. 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said his hon. friend the 
Member for Woolwich had _ referred 
to the question of a minimum wage. 
They thought something should be 
done in this matter. They did not 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to make 
any definite promise at present, but they 
thought he should give an assurance 
that he would consider the matter 
There were 600 men who had no hope 
of any increase at all, and they were 
receiving wages of 21s. to 24s. a week. 
He thought the House would agree that 
men should not be in the position of 
receiving such wages without any hope 
of increase. The right hon. Gentleman 
had promised to receive a deputation 
from the clothing department. That 
was the proper thing to do in order to 
ascertain the feeling of the workpeople 
themselves. If he would promise to 
receive a deputation from those men he 
and his friends would be satisfied, but 
to treat the request that had been made 
by the hon. Member for Woolwich with 
silence was not satisfactory. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—A ves, 146 ; Noes, 
54. (Division List, No. 250.) 


AYES. 


yee Sir William Reynell 
rkwright, John Stanho 
Asn enter. Hugh o- 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Bigwood 


, James 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Blundell, Colonel Henry 
1 | Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Bousfield, William Robert 
Balcarres, Lord | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry UC. 


Burdett-Coutts, W. 

| Butcher, John George 

| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 

| Chamberlain,RtHn.J.A.( Wore 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
ea Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw H. Athole | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear! of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Faber, George Denison (York) | 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster Henry William 
Foster, Philips, ( Warwieck,S.W 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hn A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(7'r H’ml’ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gieene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Atherley-Jones, L 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 


Bell, Richard 
sroadhurst, Henry 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 


Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell. John (Armagh, S.) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale 
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Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn.Ld G.(Midla 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf'd 
Hare, Lhomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Henderson, SirA. (Stafford, W.) 


| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert ‘1. 


Horner, Frederick William 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar ,Glasgow 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Lee,ArthurH (Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Wa!ter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent; 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthnur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
M‘Killop, W. (S/igo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott( Hants. 
Morgan, David. ( Walthamstow 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 


NOES. 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornirall 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nolan.Col. John P.( Galway N. 
O’Doherty, William 


| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


Rigy, Richard 
toberts, John Bryn (Lifion) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
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Pease, H. Pike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl ) 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Piatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shefield) 
Roberison, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolles' on, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(/sleofWight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Laves.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jn. M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirC. E. H( Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Wodehouse,Rt Hn E R. (Lath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Anstruther. 


Samuel, Herbert L ((7eve/and 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (For/arshire) 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Vorthants 
Thomas, F. Freeman( Hastings 
Thompson, DrEC( VMonagh’ nN 
Thomson, F. W. (York. W. R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (Yori, E.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Crooks and Mr. 
Shackleton. 








Resolution agreed to. 


First Resolution considered. 


| Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) com- 
| plained that the Government had refused 

to pay £700 or £800 a year in lieu of 
| rates on Government property in Dublin, 
| and had also deprived them of the right 


Motion made and Question proposed, | to test the validity of the refusal in the 


“That this House doth agree with the | law courts. 


Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Ireland received in lieu of 
the rating of Government proverty the 
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sum of £50,000, although it was quite 
true that in recent years there had been 
a decided increase of that contribution, 
largely because of the building of 
barracks in Ireland. But whereas in 
England there was a Treasury valuer to 
compute the amount which the Treasury 
should pay, they in Ireland were entirely 
at the mercy of a Government depart- 
ment, which seemed to be completely 
under the thumb of His Majesty's 
Treasury ; and although they had to pay 
half of the official’s salary, they had no 
control over his appointment, or over the 
principles under which he acted. Con- 
sequently, it might be assumed that he 
allocated in lieu of rates on Government 
property in Ireland the least sum that he 
could allocate. For instance, Phoenix 
Park, in Dublin, which was the largest 
park in the United Kingdom, was rated 
at £1,700. This park was acquired 
under the Act of Union, although it had 
been entirely paid for by the Irish Par- 
liament, and the English Government 
had no more right to it than to the 
watch which he had in his pocket or the 
coat upon his back. But they had also 
taken all the advantages of the sites of the 
Viceregal lodge, of the Chief Secretary’s 
Lodge, of the Under-Secretary’s Lodge, the 
headquarters of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, and for the hospital. Again, 
they had recently allowed Wellington 
Barracks an entrance into the Park, and 
indeed had converted this park, which had 
been grabbed under an Act in 1869, into 
one vast military training ground, al- 
though it had been a common for the 
people of Dublin for thousands of years. 
Under a decision of a case in England, 
called the Brockwell Park decision, the 
Government had, by secret communica- 
tion, directed their valuer in Dublin to 
strike out of his valuation of the sums 
due in lieu of rates, the sum of £1,700 
for Phoenix Park, the share of which fall- 
ing to the Dublin County Council would 
have amounted to £700 or £800. What 
made this matter more extraordinary was 
that when the County Council system 
for Ireland was inaugurated the Dublin 
County Council, which represented the 
old Grand Jury, were deprived of the use 
of the Hall in the Four Courts, where the 
Grand Jury had met for fifty years, and 


compelled the Dublin County Council to | 
build a hall of their own at a cost of: 
they could not get at, had given—deprive 


£5,000 or £6,000. 
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Iet him examine for a moment the 
grounds on which this extraordinary 
decision had been come to. The decisions 
of the law courts in regard to rateable 
hereditaments were very conflicting, and 
very frequently irreconcilable, but a sort 
of rule had been arrived at, according 
to the length of the Lord Chancellor's 
foot, and of which no one would speak 
with any great respect or veneration. 
The County Council of London had a 
place called Brockwell Park, for the 
advantage of the citizens of London, and 
the rating authority of Lambeth asserted 
that that was a rateable hereditament, 
and that the London County Council 
should pay rates thereon. The Queen’s 
Bench decided that it was rateable, but 
the County Council went to the House 
of Lords, where it was decided that the 
Brockwell Park was not a rateable 
hereditament, on two grounds—first, that 
the County Council of London drew no 
revenue whatever from Brockwell Park, 
whick had been dedicated by a private 
Act to the ratepayers of London for ever. 
They charged no tolls and got no revenue, 
and therefore the test of rateability on 
that ground disappeared. The other 
principle of the decision was that there 
was no tenant of this park, and that the 
London County Council could not in 
any sense be considered to be a tenant of 
it. Let the House have regard to those 
decisions in the case of the Royal parks 
in Dublin. Was the King not a tenant 
of his own park and messuage in Ireland ? 
And if the King was not a tenant, the 
Lord-Lieutenant, as his bailiff, in a legal 
sense might be considered to be his 
tenant for all purposes. Could it be said 
also that the Government did not derive 
profit out of the park? To the great 
inconvenience of the public, the Board of 
Works in Ireland turned into the park 
droves of cattle, from which they derived 
an annual grazing rent of over £700. 
So that the two principles of the 
decisions on which the Brockwell Park 
case went were not applicable to 
Dublin. In the latter case a tenant 
existed, and an income existed in the 
shape of the grazing rents. Un what 
principle, then, should the Government, 
by an official decision which they had refused 
to allow to be tested in the law courts— 
which some clerk in the Treasury, whom 
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the ratepayers of Dublin of the contri- 
bution from the Government in lieu of 
tates which they had employed fo. more 
than fifty years? He had written to the 
Jate Chancellor of the Exchequer reasons 
on notepaper in regard to this point, for 
he had always found the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
very fair in his attitude of mind towards 
irish rating questions ; but unfortunately 
the right hon. Gentleman was then on 
the point of resignation, and it was very 
proper and natural, perhaps, that he 
should not have regarded Irish rating 
rights in Dublin as of very great impor- 
tance, at a time when he was fighting 
a rearguard action with the Colonial 
Secretary. He had taken privately the 
utmost pains to convince the Treasury 
of the justice of the Dublin case, and on 
‘two occasions he had asked questions in 
the House upon it. The first answer 
given to him was by the present Post- 
4master-General. Of course, the great 
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case made out by the Government was | 


that the Brockwell Park decision applied 


to England and Scotland, and that | 


therefore there was no injustice done to 


[reland. He had tried to get, but failed, | 


how much Scotland and England had 
been robbed of by that decision. 
Postmaster-General said— 


** As regards the rating of the Phoenix Park, 
the Treasury have decided that in future no 


contribution in lieu of rates shall be made in | 
respect of such portion of the Phenix as is | 


unenclosed and open to the public, or of the 
bailiff’s residence and certain lodges. I regret 


that, by an oversight, the local authorities | 


were not informed of the reason of this change. 
No alteration has been made in the valuation 
of the park, nor has the Treasury made any legal 
decision on the subject. They have, however, 


always reserved to themselves the right to | 


decide in the last resort upon any disputed 
question in connection with the contribution 


voluntarily made by His Majesty’s Government | 


in lieu of rates in whatever part of the United 
Kingdom it may arise.” 

It was argued that this payment of 
rates on the part of the Government 


was a voluntary act—an act of grace. | 


What would English Members of Parlia- 
ment say if the £500,000 sterling 


contributed in England were suddenly | 
the local authorities | 


withdrawn from 
without even the courtesy of an intima- 
tion that it was to be done? Would 
it then be said that the payment was 
an act of grace on 
Government. The idea 


whole was 


Mr. F. M. Healy. 
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absurd. In England there were officials 
and clerks receiving salaries to the 
amount of £2,329 per annum to look 
after this “act of grace.” What an 
extraordinary kind of grace it was that 
required so many officials to look after 
the ‘‘alms.” The matter showed the 
vice of permitting these things to be 
decided by some obscure person at the 
Treasury—if anybody at the Treasury 
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could be obscure. An _ additional 
absurdity was the fact that the 
| Treasury, while withdrawing the 


pastoral portion of the park from 
| rating, had consented, in the teeth 
| of the Brockwell Park and other cases, 
to continue to pay rates upon the Vice- 


| regal Lodge, the Royal Irish Barracks, 
}and other buildings, which no hypo- 
| thetical tenant would ever take. li 
| the decision turned upon the hypothetical 
| tenant, let the Government put a placard 
|in the window of the Viceregal Lodge, 
and see how much rent they would 
get. Nobody would take it as a gift. 
|And what about a hypothetical tenant 
for Woolwich Arsenal? The Treasury 
|therefore were in the absurd position 
of continuing to pay rates on a losing 
property which required expenditure 
to keep up, while depriving the County 
| Council of rates on a profitable property. 
‘Such a position appeared to be not 
‘only illegal but inconsistent and _ re 
pugnant. When he brought the matter 
before the House in October last year 
and asked the amount which had 
been stopped by the Treasury in England 
'and Scotland in this connection, he was 
| first told he could be given the details 
privately and then referred to a return 
from which, if he had been a skilled 
| arithmetician—which he regretted to 
say he was not—he could spell out 
some information for himself. That 
return, however, was not totalled, and 
wa: useless for his purpose. His con- 
tention was that the Government had, 
without inquiry, commit*ed an injustice, 
basing their action on a case which was 
really not analogous. Because both 
Brockwell Park and Phenix Park were 
parks, it did not necessarily follow that 
'the law which applied to one applied 
equally to the other. There was no 
resemblance in either occupiership or 
revenue between the two, and to use 
the Brockwell Park decision as a means 
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to deprive the Dublin authority of rates 
was most ujust. More barracks had 
been built elsewhere, and consequently 
more rates would have to be paid in 
respect thereof, and the idea of the 
Treasury was to rob Ireland as far as 
possible, and prevent her getting any 
increase of rates. If this was a question 
of law—as the Government admitted it 
to be—the fair thing would be to let 
the matter be tested on a petition of 
right. That a clerk in the Treasury 
should of his own volition deprive a 
public authority of £700 or £800 a 
year could not be tolerated, and no 
reply on the part of the Government 
would be satisfactory unless it was 
agreed to remit the matter for the 
decision of a competent court of law. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Ettiot, Durham) 
said the question as it presented itself 
to the Treasury was a far simpler 
matter than it appeared to be to the 
hon. and learned Member for North 
Louth. If the matter was looked at 
in an impartial manner there was really 
no question of robbing anybody, or of 
treating Ireland with injustice. The 
tule which had been applied to Phcenix 
Park was exactly the same as had 
been applied in London to Hyde 
Park, St. James’s Park, and others, and 
the rates involved amounted to about 
the same sum as in the case of Phcenix 
Park. The principle of the matter was 
this. Asa matter of constitutional law 
the Crown was not liable to pay rates, 
but in recent years it had become the 
practice for the Crown top y rates as an 
act of grace and favour. Having ascer- 
tained to the best of their ability the 
amount of the rate for which a private 
owner or occupier would be liable, the 
Crown as an act of grace paid the same 
amount to the local rates. In the 
Brockwell Park case, on which the hon. 
and learned Member had argued with 
his usual acumen, it was held that as the 
park was held for the public use and was 
entirely used for public purposes there 
was no rateable occupier, as the County 
Council were merely the custodians or 
trustees for the public. That being so, 
the Treasury held that as the County 
Council was not a rateable occupier 
neither was the Crown, and as the 
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Crown simply paid as an act of grace 
the sum of which a rateable occupier 
would be liable they ought not to con- 
tinue to pay as they had been doing. 
That was the whole of the case. The 
Treasury would continue to pay the 
rates for which a private occupier would 
be liable, but a decision having been 
given that in such a case there was 
no rateable occupier—[Mr. Heaty: 
There was no such decision. |—the 
Crown were entitled to say that they 
would not pay where a private owner 
would not. That was the case for the 
Treasury, and he could not add anything 
to it. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, further Consideration of the Post- 
poned Resolutions stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 

EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY [23rpD ALLOTTED Day] [6TH AUGUST, 
EVENING SITTING] REPORT. 

Order read, for further Consideration of 

Postponed Resolutions :— 


Sik ALBERT ROLLIT said it was 
wrong in principle and unfair in practice 
that the Government should be its own 
valuer for rating purposes. There ought 
to be some mode of appeal, it might be 
to the County Court Judge, or to an 
independent arbitrator, but if the Govern- 
ment wereto say arbitrarily thatthey could 
or would not be rated, and that if they were 
to be rated they would be their own valuers 
for rating purposes, that was unfair in 
the extreme, because the deficit in that 
case had to be paid by the general body of 
ratepayers, which was a very great hard- 
ship, seeing that the property got all the 
benefit of local government. The Secre- 
tary to the Treasury said this was Crown 
property, and that the principle which 
had been applied to Phoenix Park had 
been applied in the case of Hyde Park, 
and in similar cases. But many wrongs 
did not make a right, and it was a purely 
technical point to say it was Crown 
property. It was, in effect, the property 
of the State. 


Mr. ELLIOT said the Crown paid 
rates only in cases where, if the property 
were owned or occupied by private indi- 
viduals, rates could be lawfully exacted, 
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but in the case of the Brockwell Park or 
the Phenix Park it had been found that 
there was no liability to pay rates, and 
therefore the Crown refused to be liable. 


Stk ALBERT ROLLIT pointed out 
that although the Crown was under no 
liability to pay compensation in the case 
of one of His Majesty’s ships running 
down a merchantman they had always 
paid in such cases. 


Mr. ELLIOT: Exactly ; but if it was 
held that there was no liability in the 
case of a privately owned ship in similar 
cases the Crown would not accept any 
liability. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said the Crown 
had taken up not a legal position but a 
moral and equitable position. The 
Government and the private individual 
were not in an analogous position. The 
private individual had limited means ; 
the Government had the whole means of 
the community behind it. The whole 
community could pay where the private 
individual] might not have the resources ; 
for many years the Crown had paid in 
respect of its property, and had thereby 
set upa standard. Although not prim- 
arily liable where the property was not 
expressly named by statute, yet to with- 
draw the cuntribution on a_ technical 
ground was at variance with the higher 
moral standard which the Government 
had itself set up. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
the case of Phoenix Park in respect 
of rating was very different from that 
of Hyde Park and other parks in Lon- 
don and elsewhere, because while in the 
case of the latter the whole of the park 
was available to the public as a recreation 
ground, in the case of the former a large 


portion was cut off for the purpose of | 
of | 


grazing, and thus the inhabitants 
Dublin lost the advantage of the park by 
so much. The whole of Phenix Park 
was in the county of Dublin, and there- 
fore the County Council should derive the 


benefit of the rates from it, but this they | 
There was a considerable | 


did not do. 


revenue derived by the Crown from 
Phoenix Park for grazing, and he did not 
think his hon. friend was far out when 
he estimated it at £700. They all knew 
that it was a matter of favour on the part of 
the Crown to pay these rates, but having 


Mr. Elliot. 
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paid them so long he would suggest to the 
hon. Gentleman in charge of these mat- 
ters (Mr. Elliot) that it would be well for 
the Government to reconsider the matter 
and continue the grants in lieu of rates. 


Mr. ELLIOT altogether denied that 
in this matter there was any Irish griey 
ance at all. There happened to have been 
a decision by the House of Lords in the 
Brockwell Park case, to the effect that the 
park, being held by virtue of a statute for 
the public benefit, was therefore not 
rateable. The Crown had always paid 
rates upon an ascertained, definite prin. 
ciple. Where the courts of iaw had 
decided that certain property was rateable, 
then where that kind of property was held 
by the Crown the Crown would, as a 
matter of favour, pay rates. The Crown 
said that, although not bound by the law, 
they would pay rates on that kind of 
property on which rates were payable, 
but they would not pay rates on that 
kind of property on which rates were not 
payable. It was a question of the law of 
the land. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) ex- 
pressed his sorrow that the Government 
should take up this position. The circum- 
stances of the two countries were quite 
different. He was a ratepayer, both of the 
city and county of Dublin, and he could 
assure the House the rates were burdensome 
toa degree. If there had been no decision 
in the Irish Courts exempting the Phenix 
Park, and it was conceivable that if the 
matter came before them they might take 
a different view to that which had been 
taken in this country, he thought it 
was very inconvenient at this stage of the 
session to make a change which would so 
seriously affect the ratepayers of the 
county of Dublin. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Second Resolution agreed to. 


Third Resolution considered. 


Mr. WEIR called attention to the un- 
satisfactory state of the Highlands of 
Scotland. Referring particularly to the 
Congested Districts Board, he complained 
that it was the policy of the Scottish 
Office to hoard up the money available. 
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He was anxious to hear from the Lord- 
Advocate that night whether the negotia- 
tions were likely to result in the Scottish 
Congested Districts Board getting control 
of any of these farms. A statement had 
been made that the sites set aside at 
Stornaway had not been taken advantage 
of. Why was it? Because they were 
available only for cottars who had broken 
the law! The Hon. Member next pro- 
ceeded to complain that the Congested 
Districts Board were accumulating un- 
expended balances, when the money could 
be advantageously laid oui, and he ex- 
pressed a wish that the Lord-Advocate 
would visit the Island of Lewis and see 
the condition of the houses there, a con- 
dition which not so very long since led to 
a serious outbreak of typhoid fever, one 
result of which was that a school had to 
be closed for a period of six months. 
{The hon. Member was almost inaudible 
in the Press Gallery throughout this 
speech. | 


Amendment proposed—- 


“To leave out ‘ £366,072,’ 
« £365,972." °—(Mr Weir.) 


and insert 


Question proposed, ‘That £366,072 
stand part of the said Resolution.” 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew- 
shire, W.)said he was convinced, from what 
he read in the Reportsof the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, that the Congested Districts 
Board was proceeding on sound lines for 
the permanent relief of the Highlands and 
Islands. He had been struck by the care- 
ful manner in which it carried out its 
duties. He was not inclined to criticise 
the moderation of the schemes which they 
carried out ; on the contrary, he thought 
they were entitled to some credit because 
they did not rush into a series of haphazard 
schemes. Their policy was to perma- 
nently,and not merely temporarily, relieve 
the congested districts in which they took 
action. They had done substantial work, 
and in the past year had made pur- 
chases of land in the Island of Skye. They 
were dealing with the question on broad 
lines, and it was to be regretted that hon. 
Members opposite had blocked a Bill now 
before Parliament which would have en- 
abled the Scottish Office to carry out 
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certain proposals of the Congested Districts 
Board. 


Mr. WEIR said he had communicated 
to Lord Balfour of Burleigh his earnest 
desire that the Bill should be charged, and 
the hon. Baronet was not therefore en- 
titled to accuse him of blocking it. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that according to the reports of the 
Board itself only £15,000 had been 
actually spent on the main purpose of the 


Board during the four years of its 
existence—namely, the migration of 


crofters from the congested districts to 
larger holdings in other districts. At the 
same time the Board had accumulated 
£86,000 out of their annual grants. What 
were the purposes for which the grant was 
made ! First, in regard to agriculture they 
included the provision of seed and agri- 
cultural implements and dairy utensils, 
and then land was to be purchased upon 
which cottars, migrated from congested 
districts. could settle. The Board was 
established chiefly for the purpose 
of increasing the holdings and settling 
the people on new croits, and _ yet, 
during the five years of its existence, 
out of £175,000 it had expended 
only £35,000 on these purposes, and 
as £20,000 had been taken from 
the crofters, the amount so spent was 
really only £15,000. As to the erection 
of fishermen’s dwellings, not a single 
case had been carried out. It was 
true that twenty-seven fishermen’s 
dwellings were proposed at Stornaway, 
but the transaction had not yet been 
completed. Although the Board had 
the inost ample powers, it had not spent 
a single penny on the erection of fisher- 
men’s dwellings in the Island of Lewis, 
the most congested district in Scotland. 


And, it being Ten of the Clock, Mr. 
SPEAKER, in pursuance of Standing Order 
15, put forthwith the Question necessary 
to dispose of the Resolution then under 
consideration. 


Question put. 


The 
Noes, 58. 


House divided :— Ayes, 
(Division List No. 251.) 


158 ; 


AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
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| Ba,ot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Pain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour,RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
| Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch , 
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Lanbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain.RtHnJ.A.( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
sell, Richard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Zdinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, Wi'liam 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
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Fyler, John Arthur 
Gibbs,HnA.G.H(City of Lond 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G. (Mid'x 
Flardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.( Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kemp, Lient.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JobnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan He 
Loan Lieut.-Col A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
NOES. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, FE.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lambert, George 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornall) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Govern, T. 
Moss, Samuel 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Zifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
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Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath). 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N, 
O’Doherty, William 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington), 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney\ 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. ~ 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John ( Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt. Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Maj.J."!. BU[sle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Laues.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Last Toxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC( MonaghanN 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EH (Shefield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colunel C. E. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John fey sere 
Spencer, RtHn. R. (Northants 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. F.) 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. RP.) 
Whittaker, Thomag Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs — 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Harms- 
worth. 
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Resolution agreed to. 


Mr. SPEAKER then proceeded, in pursu- 
ance of Standing Order 15, to put forth- 
with the Questions, That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect 
of each Class of the Civil Services Esti- 
mates, the Navy Estimates, and the 


Army Estimates. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnoll-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James ( Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Halcarres, Lord 

salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftfith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(A xtrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl] of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, KtHn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. Geore H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Banvatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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mates.” 


The 
Noes, 60. 





AYES. 


Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, Kt. Hn. Ld.G. (Mid 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Henderson, Sir A.(Staford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Sir T. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent! 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


2C2 


House 
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Report. 


Cuiass II, 


Question put, “That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect 
of Class II. of the Civil Services Esti- 


divided :—Ayes, 162; 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHoA. Graham( Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nolan, Col. JohnP (Galway, N. 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt, Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Last Toxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H(Sheffiel:/ 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr, Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

(Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


Cuiass ITT. 








{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. 41. | 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Govern, T. 

Moss, Samuel 

Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, P. J. (Lipperary, N.) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

ticketr, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 
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Roberts, John Bryn (LZifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Ure, Alexander 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


TaALLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Mr. Bell and Mr. Toulnin. 


of Class III. of the Civil Services Esti- 


- re i iiteaei 3 
Question put, “That this House doth | ™tes. 


azree with the Committee in the out-| The 
standing Resolutions reported in respect | Noes, 59. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh QO. 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Lailey, James (Waiworth) 
Buin, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
B dfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh ((/reenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.( Biri 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. WH. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Craig,CharlesCartis( A ntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 





AYES 


Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.Sir J.(Man’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwich,S. W 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H (City of Lond 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon MajEvans(7"rH mets 
torst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G (Mid’x 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 


House 
(Division List No. 253.) 





divided :—Ayes, 165; 


Henderson, SirA.(Stajord, W.) 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Horner, trederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.( Widd., Tottenham 
Hudson, Gecrge Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetlreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,N R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,RtHonWalter( Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Browalee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent; 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Hdinburgh WV 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrison, James Archibald 


; Morton Arthur H. Aylmer 


Mount, William Arthur 
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Murray,Rt.HnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlingt n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Emest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


Abraham, William (Z?hondda) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Hen 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Crass IV. 


agree with the Committee in the out- 
standing Resolutions reported in respect | Noes, 59. 


Anson, Sir William ell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James ( Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
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Ritchie, RtHon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir Jobn F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos.Myles 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely. Maj. J.E.B.([sleofWight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes,) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'ozteth) 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n,N 


NOES, 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, 2 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarv nshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Govern, T 

Moss, Samuel 

Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean, V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Efiion) 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCEH. (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hali 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H(A shton-und-Lyne 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-—— 
Sir. Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R(Northan/s 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.L. 


| Toulmin, George 


Ure, Alexander 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. BR.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Cremer and Mr. 
Luke White. 


of Class IV. of the Civil Services Esti- 
Question put, “ That this House doth | mates.” 


The 


AYES. 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A.({ Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixoa-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 


House 
(Division List No. 254.) 





divided :—Ayes, 168, 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (Yor/:) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Gibbs, HnA.G.H.(City of Lond 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(7'’r. Hmlts 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHn. Ld.G( Middx 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Henderson,Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Kobert T. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., T'ottham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetireys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar ((/asgow) 
Lawrence, WilliamF( Lirerpool 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Hen 
Lecvwend: Lient.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 


Supply— 





Abraham, William (2hondda) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyséire) 
Bell, Richard 

Broadhur-t, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis All-ton 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Guiffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Ciass VI. 


agree with the Committee in the out-| The 
standing Resolutions reported in respect | Noes, 60. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 








{COMMONS} 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb rgh, V 
M‘Killop, Jas, (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan,DavidJ( Walthamstow 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHoA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
O’Doherty, William 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingtn 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


NOES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
ha snd Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol, EL.) 
Horniman, Frederick, John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Govern, T. 

Moss, Samuel 

Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Robert-, John Bryn (Lifion) 
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Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Zincoln) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B.([sleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast T'oxteth) 
Thompson, DrEC(MonagW’n,N 
Thornton, Perey, M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH., 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley,H.(A shton-und-Lyne 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose ,Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt. HnC.R.(North’nts 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings) 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wi'son, Henry J. (York, W.£.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Priestley and Mr. 
Whitley Thomson. 


of Class VI. of the Civil Services Esti- 
Question put, “ That this House doth | mates.” 


AYES 


Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey. James ( a/worth) 
Bain, Colonel Jam+s Robert 


House 
(Division List No. 255.) 


divided :—Ayes, 169; 


Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour, Kt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
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Banbury,Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Grithth 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derby shire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Williaza 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hon J (Birm 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Cagtain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (own, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(dntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hen. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn. SirJd.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Varwick,S. W 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H. (City of Lond 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas ( Derbyshire] 
Bell, Richard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
‘Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Fu’ er, J. M. F. 
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Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, MajEvans(7°r H’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd' x 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Healy. Timothy Michael 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert I. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Ho. Arthur Fred 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel Geo rge 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F, (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR 
Lee, ArthurH( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-( seca, Beadeslek 4. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb.,Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walth’mstow 


NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Harwood, rge 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. ( Bristol, E. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Govern, T. 
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Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, KtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nolan, Col. JohoP.(Galway,N. 
O’Doherty, William 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Varlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert : 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.12. BU[sleaf Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Laves.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh nN 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M,. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirC. E. H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H(A shton-und-Lyne 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Lath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Anstruther, 


M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
The 


Ways and 


Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings | 


Toulmin, George 
Cuiass VII. 
Outstanding Resolutions reported in 
respect of Class VII. of the Civil Services 
Estimates, agreed to. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 


respect of the Navy Estimates, agreed to. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1903-4, 


Outstanding Resolutions reported in 
respect of the Army Estimates, agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 


Ure, Alexander 

omas, David A. (Merthyr) | Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | White, Luke (York, £ LR.) 

| Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 


Means. 768 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
a 
| 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Moss and Mr. Rigg. 


31st day of March, 1902, the sum of £100 


be granted out of the Consolidated Fund 


of the United Kingdom.” 


2. “That, towards making good the 


; : _ | Supply to be granted to His Majesty for 
Outstanding Resolutions reported in | 


the service of the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1904, the sum of 


| £75,392,969 be granted out of the Con- 


solidated Fund of the United Kingdom.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


WAYS AND MEANS [6TH AUGUST]. 


Resolutions reported, 


Motion made, and Question put, ‘“ That 


this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the First Resolution. 


1. “That, towards making good the 


Supply to be granted to His Majesty for 
the service of the year ending on the 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..J.( Biri.) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. FE. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Craiy,CharlesCurtis(A ntrim,S 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 





The 

Noes, 60. 
AYES. 

Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Gibbs, Hn A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG( Middx 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf d) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michae 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Henderson, SirA. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Nir R bert T. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd.. Tottenham) 
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divided :—Ayes, 167; 


Hudson, George Bickersteth) 
Jameson, Major J Eustace 
Jetireys,Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar ;Glasguw 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th} 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.NR 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hun. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Briso/.s.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale} 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt.HnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Lath) 
+ hose William 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 











Ans 
Ark 
Arn 
Bag 
Bail 
Bail 
Bal 
Balf 

ball! 
Bali 
Ban 


Big 
Blu 
Bos 
Bou 
Bro 
Bull 
Bu r 
Buti 
Cars 


Cave 
Cay: 
Ceci 
Ceci 
Chai 
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Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Abraham, William ( Rhondda) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

sroadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Hdinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

omen, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Rendall 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. # 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
this House doth agree with the Com- | Noes, 59. 








{10 Aveust 1903} 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.([sleofWight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 





Taylor, Austin (Hast T'oxteth) 
Thompson, Dr.EC(Monaghn,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 


NOES. 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Horniman, Frederick John | 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, Sue 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall?) | 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Norman, Henry 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson. Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rickett, J. Compton 





Rigg, Richard | 
Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) | 
Kobson, William Snowdon 


The 


mittee in the Second Resolution. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Man’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon.SirEdward H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 





AYES, 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J A (Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Ctive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesUurtis(A ntrim,S 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, E. B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Fergusson,Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
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Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC.E. H. Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, +s YT & 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbere L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. £., 
Toulmin, George 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, £. R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Ure and Mr. Charl s 
Hobhouse. 


divided ;—Ayes, 163; 


Finlay, Sir Robert Banuaty ne. 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fosier, VhilipS.( Warwick,S. W 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Gibbs, Hn A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Godson, SirAugustusf rederick 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry South 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
yoschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alired 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greenv, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mida’x 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir Ja‘nes Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
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Heath, Arthur H. Hanley) 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T, 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool!) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( YorksN.R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan He 
Leckweel, Licut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 





Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Br -adhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Zdinburgh) 
Ca'dwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, Willinm Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunn, Sir William 

‘Elibank, Master of 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

‘Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
‘Harwood, George 








Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 


{COMMONS} 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ ( Walthamstow 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Wa'ter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson. Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 





Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
NOES. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. | 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristl, E | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacuby, James Alfred 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire | 
Lambert, George 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. | 
Moss, Samuel | 
Murphy, John ' 
O’Doherty, William 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir'Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Robson, William Snowdon 
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Sackville, Col 8S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col.Thos. Myles 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. BUsle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward 1, 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Hast Tozteth) 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh iN 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt HonsSirWilliamH, 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther, 


Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Hernert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, KRtHn.C. R.( Northants 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
‘Vhomas,F. Freeman. (Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. BR.) 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Nor folk) 
White, Luke (York, EF. R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. RB) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Whittaker and Mr. 
Pirie. 


{ Bill ordered to be brought in by the | PUBLIC BUILDINGS EXPENSES BILL. 


Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. | 
‘Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. | 


Arthur Elliot. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND 
PRIATION) BILL. 


“To apply certain sums out of the | 


| 
(APPRO- 
| Chair. | 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 


Consolidated Fund to the service of the; Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
years ending on the thirty-first day of | thought that the Committee should have 


March, one thousand nine hundred and 
two and one thousand nine hundred and 
four, and to appropriate the supplies 


granted in this session of 


presented accordingly, and read the first 
to be read a second time to- 


time ; 
morrow. 


Parliament,” 





a word of explanation in regard to 
Clause 1, which they were unable to 
obtain on the Second Reading. That 
Clause provided that £1,790,000 should 
be issued from the Exchequer to defray 
the cost and purchase of buildings, and 
the works specified in the Schedule. 


In 
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the present time. 
remembered that when this money was 
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the Schedule it was said that the addi- 
tional sum of £500,000 was the revised 
estimate under the Public Buildings Act 
of 1898, presumably due to the increased 
cost of the work. There was also a sum 
of‘£80,000 which arose from the difference 
between the sum granted under the Act 
of 1898 and the sum estimated to be 
available, and it was said that that was 
due to depreciation in securities in which 
the money granted had been invested. 
That £80,000 required some explanation, 
because they had it on evidence in the 
Fourth Report of the Public Accounts’ 
Committee, that there had already been 
realised a loss of £110,000, and that 
there remained an amount of £1,288,000 
Consols, which had been bought at an 
average price of 1094, so that there 
remained an impending loss, not of 16 
per cent., but of 18 per cent., on the 
Uonsols not yet realised. He hoped 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would be able to explain how the sum 
due to depreciation of securities was only 
estimated at £80,000, when there had 
already been a loss of £110,000, and an 
impending loss of £320,000. There was 
another important subject involved in 
the investment of these funds. He sub- 
mitted that temporary funds ought to be 
investea in temporary securities, because 
the latter were free from the fluctuations 
which had resulted in so disastrous a 
Oss. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
SHEQUER (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) said 
f course it was very easy to be wise 
fter the event. There was no doubt at 
all that, as his hon. friend had suggested, 
if the money required for these public 
buildings had been invested in Treasury 
Bills they should not have had to deplore 
ko large a loss as they had to deplore at 
But it must be 


invested in Consols, Consols were not 
considered to be the speculative stock 
Which his hon. friend thought they were 
how. The investments were made at an 
Average price of 109}; but the average 





price of Consols for the three years 
1897-8-9, during which investments were 
ade, was one or two points higher. 
ersonally, he had had nothing to do 
rith the investment at that time, but he 
ould find no fault with what had been 
one by the Treasury. If the money had 


ot heen appropriated for the purposes of - 
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public buildings, it would have gone 
naturally to the reduction of the National 
Debt and it would have all the 
same been invested in Consols, So far 
as the public purse was concerned, he did 
not think, therefore, it had suffered. His 
hon. friend had asked why money, likely 
to be required soon, was not invested in 
temporary investments ? There was then 
a very small amount of Treasury Bills in 
the market as compared with now ; and 
they desired to keep Treasury Bills as a 
favourite security with the public. It was 
therefore not desirable that the Govern- 
ment should come in as large purchasers. 
It was very different now, when there 
were jarge numbers of Treasury Bills 
on the market. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had not 
explained the difference between £80,000 
in the schedule as due to depreciation of 
the securities, andthe £110,000 mentioned 
in the Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that the loss would 
have been considerably more than £80,000 
if it had not been reduced by the dividends 
they received onthestock. Thataccounted 
for the difference mentioned by his hon. 
friend. 


Mr. LOUGH said that the First Esti- 
mate for Public Buildings Expenses was 
£2,550,000, and the revised Estimate was 
£3,050,000, or a difference of £500,000. 
How was it that the First Estimate of 
1898 was so far wrong ! 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) said that the additional sum of 
£500,000 was required for public offices 
in Whitehall, public offices in Westminster, 
and for the Science and Art Department in 
South Kensington. Inthecase ofthe White- 
hall site, now known as the new War Office, 
it was found, after the original Estimate 
had been made up, that it was necessary 
to acquire a further plot of land. In 
addition to that, the cost of labour 
and materials in the building trade 
had risen very largely since the time that 
h e former Bill had been introduced. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) said that there had been no 
addition to the wages in the building 
trade in London for the last eight or 
nine years, and he could not see how a 
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rise in wages could possibly have affected 
this contract. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said that 
the Estimates whichappeared in the Bill of 
1898 were necessarily only rough Esti- 
mates, and there were no _ contracts 
entered into before the Bill was intro- 
duced into Parliament. He was in- 
formed that the rise in wages took place 
at the end of 189& or the beginning of 
1899. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
that perhaps it might be as well if there 
were no contracts. 


Mr. CREMER said that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been imposed upon, 
although he believed himself to be 
strictly accurate. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; to 
be read the third time to-morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Adden- 
brooke’s Hospital Bill; Poor Law (Dis- 
solution of School Districts and Adjust- 
ments) Bill, without Amendment; 
Marine Store Dealers (Ireland) Bill ; 
Licensing Acts (Scotland) Consolidation 
and Amendment Bill; County Courts 
Jurisdiction Extension Bill; Croydon 
and District Electric Tramways Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they do not insist on their 
Amendment to—Wood Green Urban 
District Council Bill, to which this House 
have disagreed. 


That they have agreed to—Amend 
ments to Brighton Corporation Bill 
| Lords], without Amendment. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

(Mr. Jerrreys (Hazapshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 

Schedule :— 

*Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) said the Amendment he had placed on 
the Paper was to omit from the Bill the 


Coercion Act of 1881 and the amending 
Acts of 1886 and 1887. The Act was 


{COMMONS} 
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was continued to the end of 1887, and 
was afterwards renewed for five years, 
Whatever reason there might have been 
for the passing of this Act, there was no 
reason now for its continuance. It was no- 
torious that there was more crime in one 
English county than inthe whole of Ireland, 
The question was, Do you trust Ireland or 
do you not? If you trust Ireland you 
ought to remove these insulting Acts from 
the Statute-book. They had heard that 


a brighter dawn was coming for Ireland, 


They had also been told that the loyalty 
of the Irish people had been fully expressed 
on the occasion of the King’s visit ; but 
if that were true, why was not this Act 
removed ? He should like an explanation 
from the Chief Secretary as to the reasons 
why the Government considered it neces- 
sary to keep a Coercion Act on the 
Statute-book ; and as a protest against 
its continuance he begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 4, to leave out lines 25 and 26.”— 
(Mr. James O’ Connor.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
schedule.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover) said he 
could not pretend to bring any novel 
matter into the debate on this well-worn 
theme. Without touching on agrarian 
questions, the Government held that in 
many parts of Ireland these Acts were a 
salutary precaution. It was common 
knowledge that they were brought in by 
Mr. Gladstone, tha: each Government in 
turn had been urged to repeal them, and 
that no Government had thought it 
righttodoso. Theright hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose had spoken of 


the Peace Preservation Act asin nosense | 


anything but a measure of police pre- 
caution. It was not so many days ago 
that hon. Gentlemen who agreed with 
the hon. Member had urged upon him 
the necessity of restraining a meeting at 
Rostrevor. Ireland had- recently raised 


two corps of Yeomanry, who would be 


armed. The only practical argument of 
the Irish Members was no_ longer 
applicable. He need say no more, but 
if hon. Members were not satisfied with 
the length of his speech he would refer 


passed for five years; but in 1886 it | them to what he said last year. 


Mr. Cremer. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said the { clusion he could come to was that 
great charm of membership of that House | Irishmen were not as loyal as British 
was its surprises. The latest surprise was | newspapers represented them to be. 
that the Nationalist Members, having | The Chief Secretary having performed 
implored the Irish Government to apply | to some extent a great act of national 
the law equally in various parts of) pacification, should now withdraw 
Ireland and not to allow arms to be | this Act. An hon. friend of his the 
carried by Orangemen on 12th July for | other day put a Question to the 
the purpose of firing upon Irish | right hon. Gentleman with reference to 
Catholics in a Catholic district, this was |the withdrawal of a licence from a 
now urged as a reason for opposing | gunsmith who was managing the 
the Amendment before the House. | pusiness on behalf of his mother. In 


Because on this one saint’s day—the jis opinion that licence was withdrawn 
only saint in the Protestant calendar in 


‘ | because the man was a Nationalist. 
Ireland—when the incense of Sun-| He objected to a Nationalist being 
powder was offered up, they suggested treated in that manner, and he would, 


to the Government that as these! therefore support his hon. friend. 
people had all the rest of the North a 
of Ireland it might be reasonable that) MR. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) said it 
they should be prevented from going | W4S Not necessary for him to recapitulate 
into a peaceful Catholic district and | the arguments against the continuance 
firing their guns. That was solemnly | of this measure. He contended that the 
advanced by the Chief Secretary as a_ Act was not administered impartially in 
reason for keeping all Catholics arm- | the North of Ireland. If it were, the 
less, On an occasion like  the| authorities ought to be able to ascer- 
present, when a plain demand had | tain whether a man was carrying arms 
been made for something like equality, | in the North just as they were able to 
the fact that the right hon. Gentleman | @scertain It in the South of Ireland. 
should have strayed into an historical | No man had, however, ever heard of a 
pastoral on the Irish question was a | Taid for arms in the North of Ireland. 
fresh illustration of the charm attaching | The Chief Secretary himself admitted 
to his character, but, having regard to | that Ireland was in a peaceful state ; and 


: | n 2 oe 
the great exertions he had recently | he contended that, as the Act was not 


been making in connection with the| (ministered impartially — throughout 

Saad Bill the speech he had just | Ireland, it ought to be abandoned. He 

delivered could only be attributed to | hoped his hon. friend would proceed to 
the overwrought condition of his |* division. 

constitution. | Mr. JAMES OCONNOR said he re- 

| gretted that the Chief Secretary did not at 

: "TIN (1K; | least hold out some hope that he would 

eras Fg were Moy os aay 6 consider the desirability and justice of 


- . h /removing this obnoxious and offensive 
the House in a previous stage he pro-| statute, His hon. friends were perfectly 
tested against people in Ireland being | correct in stating that the Act was not 
prevented from carrying arms. More- impartially administered. There was 
over the Act was not carried out in an | never any attempt to search the house of 
impartial spirit, because Orangemen in | ,, Orangeman for arms, nor was an 
the North of Ireland were allowed to | Orangeman ever arrested for carrying 
carry arms and to work havoc in| arms, An Orangeman might possess as 
peaceful districts and maintain a many revolvers and rifles as he could 
reign of terror at certain periods of the | afford to buy; but no warrant would 
year. They had heard a great deal | ever be issued against him. If the Act 
about the peace and order and the! were impartially administered he would 
spirit of loyalty which prevailed in| not be so much opposed to its con- 
Ireland at the present time; but if tinuance; but, as it was, he regretted 
all that were true, why were the| very much that the Chief Secretary did 
Government continuing this measure} not hold out any hope that the con- 
on the Statute-book? To him it was | tinuance of such an offensive, insulting, 
absolutely inexplicable. The only con- and outrageous Act would be limited. 
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Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 
thought the Peace Preservation Act might 
very well under present circumstances 
be repealed. Application for permission 
to carry a rifle or a revolver had to be 
made to the resident magistrate, and 
recently one of his constituents, although 
his recommendation was signed by all 
the leading magistrates in the city of 
Ga'way, had his application refused. 
The resident magistrate who refused the 
licence was well-known in Ireland as 
one who did not dispense favours to 
Nationalists, and his record had been 
brought before the notice of the Chief 
Secretary on more than one occasion 
He could give another case, similarly 
recommended, which also was refused, 
the only possib'e ground of refusal being 
the fact that the applicant was a 
Nationalist. When Acts of Parlia- 
ment were thus administered, how 
could any respect for the law be expected 
in the West of Ireland? He sincerely 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
look into this matter, and see whether 
fairer treatment could not be meted out 
to these people. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) was under- 
stood to quote a case showing that the 
Act was not administered fairly as_be- 
tween different classes of the community. 


Expiring Laws 
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Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said that 
no reason whatever had been given wh 
the most crimeless country in the three 
kingdoms should be treated so differently 
in this matter from England or Scotland, 
Not only so, but the North of Ireland 
was treated exceptionally as compured 
with the rest of the country, and it 
would be interesting to know why the 
police were less active in the North in 
the matter of firearms than in the 
South. In the South of} Ireland if 
farmer on the Nationalist side wanted a 
gun for the necessary protection of his 
farm he had practically to go on his 
hands and knees to get a licence from 
the resident magistrate. Thesuggestion 
that some limit should be put on the 
duration of this Act was well worthy of 
consideration, because as long as Ireland 
was treated differently in this matter 
from the rest of the United Kingdom 
Irishman would feel, no matter what 
was said about their loyalty, that the 
English Government were not prepared 
to trust them with a right enjoyed by 
all other subjects of the King. 


Question put— 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121; 
Noes, 38. (Division List, No. 258.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Kemp, Lieut. -Colonel George 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Jokn Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J A( Wore. 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 





Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Middx 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHowaid( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermn-Hoodge, Sir Robert T. 





Keswick William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool| 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,NR 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benj. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamstow 


Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt x 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Caldwell, James 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Devlin,Chas. Ramsay( Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Last T'oxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


NOES. 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Lough, Thomas 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

O’Doherty, William 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrord,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH., 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther. 


Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson, DrEC( Monagh’n, N 
Toulmin, George 

Whittaker, Thomag Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 








Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | Rea, Russell 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 





Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the third time to-morrow. 


LONDON EDUCATION BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked 
whether the effect of one of the Amend- 
ments made by the Lords would be that 
two schools could not have one body of 
managers. He understood that there 
were at present many casesin London 
where two or three schools had the 
same body of managers. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford University) 
said that when the Bill was before this 
House questions were raised as to whether 
a local education authority might create 
one body of managers for all its schools, 
and whether one school might have two 
bodies of managers. The Bill as amended 
by the Lords would secure that there 
would be one body of managers, and not 
more than one body for each individual 
school—unless it was thought desirable 
by the local education authority to group 
schools. 


Lords Amendments agreed to. 


Rickett. J. Compton 





Mr. MacVeagh and Mr. 
James O'Connor. 





SHEEP SCAB BILL. 
(Turrp Reape. ] 


Order for the Third Reading read. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of; Dean) said most of the 
powers given by the Bill were sufficiently 
given by the present law, and he was. 
afraid this Bill might be harshly enforced 
by the County Councils inthe case of small 
owners of sheep. But he and others 
who had doubts about the Bill recog 
nised the fact that the highest auth- 
orities in this House on the subject were 
in favour of the Bill. In the face of that 
feeling they had not ventured to obstruct 
the Bill. He represented a constituency 
consisting largely of miners, many of 
whom had a few sheep. The power to. 
enter sheds and other places to inspect 
and examine shcep was extended by this 
Bill to cases where the existence of the 
disease within thirty-six days was not 
suspected, and that power might be 
harshly enforced. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
did not apprehend that the difficulty 
would arise which the right hon. Bart. 
had suggested. The Act would causesome 
inconvenience to agriculturists, perhaps, 
but the very valuable measures which 
had been taken by the Board of Agri- 
culture with reference to other diseases 
had caused inconvenience, though the 
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result had been, on the whole, to conduce 
much to the healthy state of flocks and 
herds. He felt, therefore, that it was 
worth some sacrifice of convenience and 
some expense on the part of the agricul- 
turists to deal with sheep scab in an effica- 
cious way. HebelievedtheCounty Councils 
would be considerate in the administration 
of the Act. Although it might be some- 
what drastic, he believed it would be 
effectual in stamping out the disease. 
This was only another proof of the 
great efforts which the present and 
previous Government had made in deal- 
ing with and stamping out disease. 





Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 
dlonshire, Ramsey): said that the powers of 
the Board in Section 22 of the parent Act 
did not cover the matter dealt with in 
Clause 1 of this Bill, which was devised 
for the better enforcement of the original 
Act in preventing the spread of disease in 
any manner. The other point raised by 
the right hon. Gentleman applied only to 
the existence of sheep scab in the counties, 
whereas this Bill proposed to prevent it 
appearing altogether. The Borough and 
County Councils had hitherto done their 
work very well, and the Board con- 
sidered that they would be able to carry 
out this Bill without hardship. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said his main objection to the Bill was 
that it was legislation by reference ; 
although it might prove inconvenient to 
persons who only kept a few sheep, he 
would not oppose the Third Reading. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(NO. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Comunittee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the | 


Chair. | 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that this 
clause was generally approved by every- 
body, and it carried out the recommenda- 
tion of the Royal Commission on the 
housing of the working classes, presided 
over by himself. But the extension 
of the loan was not applicable to 


certain districts, such as those where 
the mines were being rapidly worked 


Mr. Spear. 


{COMMONS} 
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out, and he had no doubt that tha Act 
would be administered by the Local 
Government Board with due considera- 
tion. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
E. Toxteth) said there were 
localities which already had powers 
under local Acts, and these might find 
themselves in a less advantageous 
position than those which would come 
under this general law. He hoped if 
these localities tried tu get a Provisional 
Order to put them on the same terms 
as other localities, the Local Government 
Board would regard these Provisional 
Orders benevolently. 


Me. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
that there was another suggestion— 
that the Act might be made retrospective, 
as had been done in some cases in 
Ireland. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrer 
Lonc, Britol, S.) said that the 
point raised by the right hon. Baronet 
was important. It was obvious that 
they could not extend the duration of 
the loan where the conditions would 
not justify it in the matter of 
security. As to the suggestion of the 
hon. Member for Liverpool in regard 
to Provisional Ord+rs, these would be 
considered in a very friendly way by 
the Department. Those Iccalities which 
had tried to do their work under local 
Acts should not be penalised by those 
= had waited for the passing of this 

ill. 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE asked what 

| was the opinion of the President of 

the Local Government Board on the 
|/Amendment which had been submitted 

bes him to introduce the Public Health 
cts. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he could 
not accept the Amendment, because the 
Public Health Acts would not apply. 
This was a Bill to remove some practical 
difficulties of minor importance ; andif 
they attempted to deal with the 
graver questions serious difficulty might 
arise. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said that at 
present it was difficult to get closed 
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buildings demolished. A justice had to 
be satisfied that they were dangerous to 
the public health ; and that was often a 
very difficult thing to prove. There 
was @ very strong reason why some 
simpler method should be adopted to 
secure the demolition of closed house. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that there 
was an understanding that Clause 12, 
would be dropped ; and his hon. friends 
and himseif would have to adhere to it. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) said there was a strong 
reason why the clause should be added 
to the Bill, because it simply meant an 
extension of the Small Dwellings Act. 
It appeared to him to be a very reason- 
able clause; but if the President of the 
Board of Trade wished to omit it, he would 


{10 AuGUsT 1903} 





not prejudice the Bill by opposing that | 


course. 


| for human food. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the | 
clause might be useful in carrying out 
the object the hon. Gentleman had | 
in view ; but there was a general desire | 
that it should be struck out, and that | 
the whole subject would be dealt with | 
next session. 





Schedule amended. 


Pill. 


only point he desired to make was with 
regard to the remission of the duty on 
molasses. When the Bill came into 
operation there would probably be large 
stocks on hand, and he would suggest 
that, following the precedent of the corn 
duty, a drawback should be given where 
it could be shown the stocks were in store 
on a particular date. There could be no 
possible difficulty on the part of the Excise 
authorities, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to make such a 
modification. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.) agreed 
that the Memorandum issued by the Uhan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had put the Bill 
in a very different light from that in 
which many Members were previously 
disposed to regard it. Clause 1, which 
was a very clumsy and ill-drawn clause, 
stated that molasses used for feeding 
cattle was to be free from duty, and it 
took power to make such molasses unfit 
He thought that was a 
strange provision, and asked whether it 
was worth while making this distinction 
between one sort of molasses and another. 
He also asked whether this concession 
was not contrary to the Brussels Con- 
vention, and whether certificates of 
origin would not be necessary. It cer- 
tainly could not be argued that molasses 
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| Was not a sugar product within the 


Bill Reported, as amended, to be con- 
sidered ‘To-morrow. 


REVENUE BILL. 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [30th 
July], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was—- 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. Daiziel.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said that when the Bill was last before 
the House the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer promised to issue an ex- 
planatory Memorandum. That promise 
had been carried out, and_ the 
Memorandum certainly bore out the 
statement that the Bill made concessions 
to the users of various articles. The 
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| meaning of the Convention. 


CHEQUER (Mr. 


As to the 
other provisions of the Bill, he under- 
stood they were all in the nature of 
exemptions or remissions, and probably 
the reason they were not indkalled in 
the Finance Bill, as they ought to have 
been, was that they would have made 
that measure altogether unwieldy. 


CHANCELLOR or THe EX. 
Ritcuiz, Croydon) 
thought the attitude adopted by hon. 
Members to-night justified his action in 
adjourning the discussion and_ pro- 
mising an explanatory Memorandum. 
There was a good deal of force in the 
contention that these matters ought 
to be dealt with in a Finance Bill, but 
hon. Members would see that if they 
were all included it would be impossible 
to pass that measure within a reasonable 
limit of time. The provisions in the Bill 
with respect to molasses were dependent in 
some respect uponthe passing of the Sugar 
Convention Bill, and therefore it was not 
possible to include them in the Finance 
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Bill. The hon. Member for West Isling- 

ton feared that some difficulty might 

arise in connection with the Convention. 

That was not the case, as, if the Bill was 
passed, no duty whatever would be 
levied on molasses, and the question of 
certificates of origin or of breach of the 

Convention could not possibly arise. He 
had been asked to extend the provision to 
all molasses. What he was proposing was 
to put the legislation of this country in 
the same position as that of every other 
country in Europe with respect to 
molasses. This was the only country 
where a duty was levied on molasses 
used for feeding stuffs. He was sure he 
would carry the House with him in en- 
deavouring to relieve the agricultural 
community of taxation which was not 
borne by their competitors in any other 
country. He understood that in anti- 
cipation of this Bill, the West Indies 
were preparing to send a large supply 
of molasses for feeding purposes to this 
country. He pledged himself to secure, 
by whatever arrangement he could, that 
molasses introduced duty free shoald not 
be molasses other than molasses used for 
feeding stuffs. As to traders getting 
rid of their present stocks before the Act 
came into operation, he was convinced 
that, if there was some slight loss in- 
curred, that would be compensated for 
by the much larger business that would 
be done ultimately. He proposed to put 
down an Amendment providing that the 
Act should not come into force till 
September 1. He should be prepared to 
prolong that date if necessary, but he 
hoped that by that time those in posses- 
sion of stocks would have been able to 
get rid of them. He believed the Bill 
would be cordially welcomed by those 
interested in the matter. All the other 
items in the Bill were concessions to 
demands which had been repeatedly made 
on the Treasury, and he hoped the meas- 
ure would now be read a second time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 
BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES BILL [LORDS]. 
Order for Third Reading read, and 
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Bill recommitted to a Committee of 
the whole House in respect of Clause 
1. 
Bill considered in Committee, and re- 
ported; as amended, considered; read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


ISLE OF MAN CUSTOMS BILL. 
(THIRD READING. }« 
Order for the Third Reading read. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) asked the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he had 
considered the question of the applica- 
tion of the Sugar Convention Bill to the 
Isle of Man, and whether it would not 
be necessary to introduce a separate Bill 
dealing with the matter. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.) understood 
the object of the Bill to be to apply to the 
Isle of Man our system of sugar duties and 
the method of collecting them. Under 
the Sugar Convention Bill a different 
method was to be adopted, and he asked 
whether that would not alter the cireum- 
stances with regard to the Isle of Man. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcniz, Croydon) was 
understood to say that he was advised, 
though the legal authorities were not 
altogether agreed, that we could prohibit 
sugar being landed in the island contrary 
to the Sugar Convention. If the law 
did not give them power to prohibit 
sugar being landed it would be the duty 
of the Government to consider between 
now and next year what could be done 
in the matter. He was unable this session 
to ask the House of Commons to pass 
any other Bill dealing with this matter. 
Whatever might be the correct legal 
position of the Isle of Man he was 
perfectly certain that no difficulties were 


this measure. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


Whereupon in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 28th day of July, 
Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after One o’clock. 





discharged. 
Mr. Ritchie. 
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. Scottish Episcopal Clergy Widows 


and Orphans’ Fund Order Con- 
firmation. 

Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London). 


The following Bills received the Royal | a Saiste Tenauae’ dees toe 
Assent : — 
1. Borough Funds. Confirmation. , 
2. Local Government (Transfer of | 36. —— Tramways Order Con. 
Powers). |. 

3. Metropolitan Streets. | 37. bag ts we Harbours Order 

3 head vanes (Ee) | 38. Addenbrooke’s Hospital. 

© Bow law Clision of Schest| 40. a gy Mortgage Com 

Districts and Adjustments). ‘Sous ae a - 838 , 

2 ear yt sas 41. South Lancashire Tramways. 

nae | 42. — y and Southampton 
10. Ireland Development Grant. fae oo ¥ , 
11. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders | **: ie pastas and Western Rail- 

(No. 2). N *. om » ‘ 
2 Pp +s . 44. St. Philip's Chapel (Regent Street). 
12. we: — Provisional Orders ‘Sh. Saline Meek aad Gees Gk: 
13. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 46 Midien d Great Western Railway of 
(No. 4). | . 

14. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders a7 PF aged d Wallsend Union Gas 
(No. 5). rn . s ae 

15. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 48. gana P09 Greenwich District 

16. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2). 49 puke tes ight. 

17. Water Orders Confirmation. | ae ‘ , aa 

18. Local Government Provisional Orders, 79: “aaa and District 
(No. 5). rr : 

19. Local Government Provisional Orders ae sarang yas amen —. 
(No. 8). ~ 

20. Local Government Provisional Orders | ~ ee 
(No 13). | 5&2 ' 

21. Drainage and Improvement of Lands, ??: Sutton Ceeineae Cngseesion. : 
(Ireland) Provisional Order. a — _ South erage reg 

22. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- + ee ee 
visional Orders (No. 3). | 58. Romford and District Tramways. 

23. Local Government (Ireland) Pro-| 59, Wigan Corporation Tramways. 
visional Orders (No. 5). 60. Woolwich Borough Council. 

24. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 61. Bournemouth Corporation Tram- 
visional Orders (No. 7). ways. 

25. Perth Corporation (Tramways) Order 62. Alexandra Park and Palace. 
Confirmation. 63. Chatham and District Light Rail- 

26. Aberdeen Corporation (Tramways) | ways. sn : 
Order Confirmation. 64. Willesden Urban District Council. 

27. Metropolitan Police Provisional | 66. Exeter Corporation. 
Order. | 65. Barry Railway. 

28. Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. | 67. Dewsbury, Batley, and _ Birstal 
1). Tramways. 

29. Tramways Orders Contirmation (No. | 68. Worthing Corporation Tramways. 
2). | 69. Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 

30. Irvine and District Water Board Brompton Railway (Various 
Order Confirmation. | Powers). 

31. Rothesay Corporation Order Confirm-| 70. London County Council (General 
ation. | Powers). 
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89. 


90. 
91. 


92, 


93. 


94. 


95. 
96. 
97. 


98. 
99. 


100. 
101. 
102. 


103. 


104. 
105. 
106. 
107. 


108. 
109. 
110. 


Private 


Railway. 


. Watford and Edgware Railway. 


Harrow Road 
Tramways. 


and Paddington 


. London United Tramways. 

. Birmingham Corporation. 

. Manchester Southern Tramways. 

. Castleblayney, Keady, and Armagh 


Railway (Extension of Time). 


. Gosport and Fareham Tramways. 

. Great Western Railway. 

. Lancashire and Yorkshire and 
London and North-Western Rail- 
ways (Steam Vessels). 

. Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman 


Railway. 


. Chard Corporation Gas and Elec- 


tricity. 


3. Rochester Corporation Traraways 


and Improvements. 


. Kip’s Patents. 
. Nottinghamshire and 


Derbyshire 


Tramways. 


. West Bromwich Corporation. 
87. 


Hove, Worthing, and District Tram- 
ways. 

South-Eastern and London, Chat- 
ham, and Dover Railways. 


Scottish Ontario and Manitoba 
Land Company. 

Bath Corporation Water. 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway. 


Bournemouth Gas and Water. 

Carmarthenshire Electric Power. 

Bristol Corporation. 

Maryport Harbour. 

Manchester Corporation. 

Somerset and District 
Power. 

Birmingham District Tramways. 

Baker Street and Waterloo Rail- 
way (Extension of Time). 

Beckenham Urban District Council. 

London County Council (Money). 

London County Council (Tram- 
ways and Improvements). 

Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda 
Railway. 

Fife Electric Power. 

South Shields Corporation. 

East Ham Improvement. 

—_— Green Urban District Coun- 
cil. 

Brighton Corporation. 

Lochnell Estate. 

Pentillie Estate. 


Electric 
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SAT FIRST. 





The Marquess Townshend—Sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
Se Liverpool University Bill [#..}, 
Bradford Corporation Bill [Ht Bury 
and District Joint Water Board Bill [H... |, 
Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tram- 
ways Bill (.1.], Salford Corporation Bill 
H.L.], Shropshire and Worcestershire 

lectric Power Bill [H.1.], Commons 
Amendments considered and agreed to 


Ulster and Connaught Light Railways 
Bill, Read 3*, with the Amendments and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Bangor Corporation Bill [ ae Hast- 
ings Harbour District Railway Bill [#.L.", 
Mid Yorkshire Tramways Bill rt 
North-Western Electricity and Power- 
Gas Bill [H.L.], Scottish Central Electric 
Power Bill (#.L.], Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments. 
The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


Glasgow Corporation Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill, [H.L.], South-Western 
and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill 
[H.L.], Returned from the Commons 
agreed to. 


Gateshead Corporation Bill, Stroud and 
District Tramways Bill, Cork Harbour 
Bill, Ebbw Vale Improvement Bill, Erith 
Tramways and Improvement Bill, Great 
Central Railway Bill, North-Eastern Rail- 
way Bill, Sheffield Corporation Bill, South 
Yorkshire Joint Railways Bill, Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board 
Bill, Dover Corporation Bill, Hainault 
Forest Bill, Kingston-upon-Hull Corpora- 
tion Bill, Coventry Electric Tramways 
Bill, Seaforth and Sefton Junction Rail- 
way Bill, Croydon and District Electric 
Tramways Bill. Returned from the 
Commons, with the Amendments agreed 
to. 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill, Lerwick Harbour In- 
provements Act, 1877, Amendment Order 
Confirmation Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed. 

















793 Returns, 
PETITIONS. 


HIS HIGHNESS MAHENDRA MAHA- 
RAZA MADHAVA SINGH. 
Petition for redress of grievances of ; 
of Inhabitants of Cambridge ; West- 
minster ; London ; and other towns in 
England ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRAMWAYS ACT, 1870. 
Report by the Board of Trade of their 
proceedings under the Act, during the 
session of 1903. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Returns of accidents and casualties as 
reported to the Board of Trade by the 
several railway companies in the United 
Kingdom during the six months ending 
30th June, 1903, in pursuance of the 
Regulation of Railways Act, 1871 ; 
together with the reports of the inspect- 
ing officers, assistant inspecting officers, 
and sub-inspectors of the Railway De- 
partment to the Board of Trade upon 
certain accidents which were inquired 
into. 


FOREIGN IMPORT DUTIES. 


Statement of the rates of import duties 
levied in European countries, in the 
United States, in Japan, and in China, 
upon the produce and manufactures of 
the United Kingdam. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS. 
Report by the Board of Trade of their 
proceedings under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, during the 
session of 1903. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Return, in pursuance of Section 4 of 
the Regulation of Railways Act, 1889, 
of railway servants of certain classes who 
were On one or more occasions during 
the month of December, 1902, on duty 
on the railways of the United Kingdom 
for more than twelve hours at a time, or 
who, after being on duty more than 
twelve hours, were allowed to resume 
work with less than nine hours rest. 
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RUSSIA, No. 1. (1903). 


Despatch from His Majesty’s Consul- 
General at Odessa forwarding a report 
on the riots at Kishiniev. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 

Report of the Commissioners appoint- 
ed to inquire into the subject of alien 
immigration ; with minutes of evidenc e 
and appendix. Vol. I. Report. 


SUPERANNUATION (CIVIL SERVICE) 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Report of the Commissioners appointed 
to inquire into the subject of superannua- 
tion in the Civil Service ; with minutes 
of evidence, appendices, and index. 


PUBLIC WORKS (IRELAND). 
Seventy-first Annual Report of the 
Commissioners of Public Works in Ire- 


land, with appendices, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1903. 


INDIA (AGRICULTURAL BANKS). 


Report of the Committee on the 
establishment of co-operative credit 
societies in India. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


I. Return showing the number of per- 
sons whose names have been placed upon 
the Teachers’ Register under Regulation 
5 (2) (a) of the Teachers’ Registration 
Regulations, and the qualifications of 
each one so registered which, in the 
opinion of the Council, has qualified the 
person to be so registered : 


II. Statement of schemes for the for- 
mation of education committees, approved 
during the month of July 1903, by the 
Board of Education, under section 17 
of the Education Act of 1902 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Papers 
(Command Nos. 1564, 1613, 1659, and 
1675) of Session 1903) showing— 

Name of local authority ; 

Name of the council ; 

Number of members on the education 

committee ; 

Number of members on the education 
committee who are necessarily mem- 
bers of the council ; 

Number of women who are necessarily 
en the education committee ; 
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Burgh Police 


Forms of educational experience to be 
represented on the committee; 
Recommendations or nominations (if 


any). 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND), 1902. 
Part I. Criminal Statistics. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table- 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE 
OF LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 1891. 
Return of advances under the Act 
during the year ended the 31st March 
1903. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Report by the Board of Trade respecting 
their proceedings under the Railway 
Regulation Act, 1893, 56 & 57 Vict. ¢. 
29, during the year ended 27th July 
1903. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Report by the Board of Trade on their 
proceedings and business under the 
Weights and Measures Acts. 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 


Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas 
Companies, for the year 1902. 


PAWNBROKERS RETURNS (IRELAND). 


Returns from the City Marshal of 


Dublin, for the year 1902. 


Laid before the House (pursuantto Act) 
and ordered to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Return of the total number of law 
clerks serving in the several divisions of 
the High Court, giving the number, 
ages, salaries, and length of serviceof such 
clerks as are over the age of 60. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Order of 
the 23rd of July last), and to be printed. 
(No. 211). 


LONDON EDUCATION BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with 
Amendments agreed to. 


MOTOR-CARS BILL [H.L.]. 

THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLFrour of BuURLEIGH) : I think 
it probable that the House of Commons 
will finish the consideration of the Bill to 
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regulate motor-cars to-night. As most 
of your Lordships know, some Amend- 
ments have been made; and I think it 
would be convenient to the House if | 
were to say that, if possible, we propose 
to take the consideration of those Amend- 
ments as the first business to-morrow. [| 
will not press that arrangement, however, 
if it is inconvenient to the House. 


THe Marquess oF RIPON: That 
means that the Government propose that 
we shall sit to-morrow. It is not usual to 
sit on Wednesdays, but I do not suppose 
there will be any objection in the circum- 
stances. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : It 
seemed to me so obviously necessary that 
we should sit to-morrow that it did not 
occur to me to ask whether it would be 
to the convenience of the House generally 
to do so. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] 


Order of the day for the Second Reading 
read. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, in asking the House to read a 
Bill of this size a second time at this 
period of the session, I feel that a few 
words of explanation are necessary from 
me. The Bill itself affects nothing but 
the administration of burghs in Scotland. 
It isa Bill to amend the Act passed in 
1892. That statute is a very lengthy 
one, and during the lapse of time which 
has occurred since it was passed a great 
number of defects have been found in it, 
and a considerable number of Amend- 
ments are really necessary to make it 
work. The fact has been painfully 
brought to my notice many and many a 
time during the years that I have ad- 
ministered the Scottish Office, and several 
attempts have been made on the part of 
the Convention of Royal and Parlia- 
mentary Burghs to amend that Act. A 
Bill to amend it was introduced in 
1901, and again last year, but in both 
those cases there were so many points of 
friction and difficulty that it was found 
impossible to get time to pass the Bill 
through another place. After all, this 
Bill is one which involves no principle, 


because burghs must be regulated, and 





they require regulation in many matters 
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which are applicable to country districts. | venience that there should be a set of 
It is essentially a Bill containing a mass | model clauses which the burgh can adopt. 
of detail. Further, those detailsare often- We hope to do in this Bill, for Scottish 


times iraportant, not only to the burghs 
themselves, but to the country districts 
immediately around. 





Burghs, what was recommended by the 
Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons, to whom were referred all private 





A proposal, therefore, was made to my | Bills promoted by municipal and local 
Office, or rather to me on behalf of the | authorities. They suggested that their 
Office, that those who advised me in such | labours would be materially lessened, and 
matters as this should consult the officials | bette: co-ordination of local legislation 
of the Convention of Royal and Parlia- | would be secured, if model clauses were 
mentary Burghs, and see whether we | agreed upon inthe way proposed in this 
could not produce to Parliament an agreed | Bill. That is an extremely wise and 
measure, and this Bill as introduced by | sensible recommendation, and I am glad 
Mr. Asher in another place was the result | to be able to say that so far as Scotland 
of many conferences which a in | ig concerned we are by this Bill making a 
the autumn of last year. A good many | step to carry it out for thefirst time. | 
points were left over for discussion in | hope in these circumstances that, late as 
Parliament, and although no time has | jt jg, your Lordships will allow the Bill to 


been taken up of the House of Commons 
as a whole, a great many negotiations 


have taken place, and the Bill ultimately | 


passed through Grand Committee in the 


other House in the form in which it is pre- | 
sented to your Lordships. Many Amend- | 


ments were proposed on behalf of Govern- 
ment Departments, County Councils, 
and private interests, and a settlement of 
every outstanding question has actually 
now taken place. This Bill might have 
reached this House a week or two ago, but 
there is a mysterious process which goes 
on in the other House of blocking Bills, 
not perhaps always on their merits, but 


on account of a variety of considerations. | 
I think 1 can safely ask your Lordships | 


to pass this Bill. I can assure you that 
the Lord Advocate has watched it in all 
its stages and has been privy to all the 
negotiations to which I| have referred. 
It has been through the Grand Committee 
on Law, and I believe with some drafting 
Amendments on one or two points, which 


I shall have to bring to the notice of the | 
House to-morrow, it may be assumed to | 


be an absolutely agreed measure—indeed, 
the Amendments are also agreed. On 
the contents of the Bill I think I need 
only say that the first part of it is pure 
amendment, in minor details, of the 
Burgh Police Act, 1892, and is compul- 
sory on all burghs. The second part 
of the Bill is an adoptive part, which a 
burgh may accept or not; but if it 
wants the reforms contained in the 
clauses dealing with the width of 


| proceed. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”’ 
|—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


| THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : 
_ This is an instance of what happens at this 
period of the session. Thisis a Bill of 
over one hundred clauses. It has not 
been circulated, and there is, of course, no 
ssible means of considering it. I should 
like to ask my noble friend what 
|day he proposes to take the Committee 
| Stage. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
| propose to take the Committeestage to- 
'morrow. I donot wish to repeat what I 
| said before the noble Lord came into the 

House, but I think I did give rather a 
full, and, I hope, a satisfactory, explana- 
‘tion of the circumstances under which the 
| Bill has been introduced. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I 
'must apologise to the noble Lord for not 
having been in the House. If the Bill is 
to be takenin Committee to-morrow, the 
| best thingI can do is to confer with my 
/noble friend privately on one or two 
points. Consideration of the Bill is, of 
course, out of the question. The con- 
'gested state of your Lordships’ Paper 
furnishes a further illustration of what 
| Lord Newton said earlier in the session, 
that inthe month of August this House 





streets, buildings, squares, sky-signs, | is forced to pass Bills without having the 
advertisement sites, the supply of milk, | opportunity of knowing what is contained 
and so forth, it will be a great con-|inthem. Atthesame time, Ido not say 
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that this Bill is not a very satisfactory one;| Lorp BELPER: My Lords, this is a 

butI protest against our having to _ | very small Bill, for the purpose of legal- 

it without opportunity for considera- ising certain marriages which have been 

tion. _performed by inadvertence in churches 
|not properly licensed for the purpose. 

Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I | There is nothing unusual in the form of 

am obliged to the noble Earl for the way | the Bill, and I beg to move that it be read 

he has met my suggestion that we should q second time. 

proceed with the Bill. I admit that it is, 

asking a good deal of the House to pass! Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2°,” 

it at this late period of the session. I | —(Lord Belper.) 

will endeavour to meet the noble Ear!l’s 

wishes as far as possible. | On Question, Bill read 2* (according to 

On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order): Then (Standing Order No. 

order), and committed to aCommittee of XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill 

the Whole House to-morrow. committed to a Committee of the Whole 
|House forthwith: House in Committee 

TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. accordingly: Bill reported without 
|Amendment : Standing Committee nega- 

_tived: Bill read 3°, a passed. 

Order of the Day for the Second 


Reading read. IRISH LAND BILL. 


Lorp BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH PY (THIRD READING. | 
This Bill is a very short one, and can 
easily be mastered by anyone who will) Order of the Day for the Third Reading, 
give five minutes to the operation. It is | read. 
a Bill purely of details, and really the ; 
details, although important to the town Moved, that the Bill be now read 3*.— 
councils themselves, are so relatively un- (Zhe Duke of Devonshire.) 
important to anyone else that unless I am | 
asked a Question in regard to them I will | | THE Eart or BELMORE: My Lords, I 
not take up the time of the House with rise to make a suggestion with regard to 
further explanation. _ the position of the lessees under Trinity 
| College. I would suggest to the noble 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” | Duke the desirability of the Government 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) considering seriously the question of 
| appointing a small Commission during the 
On Question, Bill read 2* (according to | autumn, to go into the case of these 
order), and committed to a Committee | lessees, which need not take more than a 
of the Whole House to-morrow. few weeks, with a view to seeing whether 
? : if | something cannot be done to meet it. 
RAILWAYS (ELECTRIC POWER) BILL, | 


SOUTH AFRICAN LOAN AND WAR CON.- 





[SECOND READING. ] 


Lorp CASTLETOWN: I would re- 


TRIBUTION BILL, /mind the noble Earl that on a former 
MILITARY WORKS BILL, | occasion, when this Question was under 
ae Cree ey | discussion, the noble Duke in charge of 

PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL, the Bill stated that the Irish Govern- 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL, | ment had under contemplation the 
appointment of a small Commission to 


INC sc | ° ° 
TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. | consider the whole subject. 


Read 2* (according to order), and | 
committed to a Committee of the Whole) Tyr Ear, or DUNRAVEN: My 
House to-morrow. Lords, I am sorry the Government have 
not seen their way to remove two blots 
from the Bill which, in my opinion, may 
affect injuriously its usefulness as a final 
Act for the settlement of this question. 
I allude to the fact that the amount of 


MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL. | 


[SECOND READING. } 





Order of the Day for the Second 


Reading read, | legal expenses which will fall upon in- 
The Earl of Camperdown. 
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dividuals is still left uncertain in the Bill, 
and to the method of the distribution of 
the grant-in-aid. [It is impossible for 
any owner who desires to sell, to ascertain 
what legal expenses will fall upon him, 
and how much of those expenses will be 
defrayed by the Land Commission. I 
should not have thought it beyond the 
power of His Majesty’s Government to 
have laid down in the schedule a definite 
scale of expenses, or in some other way 
to have intimated accurately, or even 
approximately, what portion of the legal 
expenses it is intended shall be defrayed 
by the Land Commission, and what pro- 
portion will fall upon the individual owner. 
His Majesty’s Government have not 
thought fit to enter into any real ex- 
planation of this subject. I think that 
the consequences wil] be that owners will 
hold back from selling. A man desiring 
to sell, will naturally hesitate to do so 
until he is perfectly assured as to what his 
financial position will be afterwards, and 
I fear owners will hang back to see what 
happens to their neighbours and to find 
out by practical experience how much of 
these legal expenses will fall on their own 
shoulders, If] amat all correct in what I 
fear, all I can say is that His Majesty’s 
(rovernment have nobody but themselves 
to blame for it. As tothe distribution 
of the grant-in aid, I hadthe honour of 
moving an Amendment to the effect 
that it should be distributed initially at 
the rate of 15 percent. instead of 12 per 
cent., and I pointed out—and, I think, 
successfully pointed out —that it is 
absolutely necessary that the initial rate 
should be 15 per cent. if we are to be 
certain that the whole of the bonus 
will be received. It was suggested that 
my Amendment involved an infringe- 
ment and breach of the privileges of the 
House of Commons, but my Amend- 
ment could not possibly have added one 
farthing to the sum already appro- 
priated, namely, £12,000,000. As the 
House of Commons appropriated a 
definite, specific sum of £12,000,000, and 
as my Amendment could not add one 
farthing tothat sum, I submit that the 
reason why it was suggested that my 
Amendment involved a breach of privilege 
was that His Majesty’s Government had 
no other or better reason to give against 
it. As a matter of fact, His Majesty’s 
Government have given no reason, except 
an absolutely non possumus one. I regret 
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this more than I can say. I should be 
very sorry to pose as a prophet of evil, 
and I hope that facts will prove that my 
fears are unfounded ; but of this I am 
certain, that if His Majesty’s Government 
had allowed the Bill to be amended in 
such a way as to have defined the amount 
of legal expenses to be defrayed by the 
Land Commission, and to ensure that the 
landowner received the whole of the 
bonus, the success of the Bill would have 
been assured. 


*Tue Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, I 
have abstained from taking any part in 
the discnssions on this Bill, as I did not 
wish to figure as the proverbial fly in a 
pot of what is considered to be healing 
ointment. I did not wish to strike a 
jarring note in regard to this question, 
where general harmony is supposed to 
prevail, but Lord Hampden, in a speech 
which he made, I think, on the Second 
Reading, denounced the Bill so strongly 
that I feel myself free to speak exactly my 
feelings with regard to it. He called it a 
corrupting Bill, and also, I think, a mis- 
chievous and monstrous measure. It is 
no doubt a Bill to induce the landlords of 
Ireland to give up their property. They 
have accepted this offer—I will not call it 
a bribe—and who can blame them for it ! 
It is not this Biil that is in fault, but the 
legislation which has led to this Bill—the 
legislation which began in 1870, when 
principles were introduced into our legis- 
lation that had never been heard of before, 
when the Government turned their back 
upon themselves and did the very thing 
which they exist not todo. What does 
Government exist for but to maintain 
contracts inviolate and to protect pro- 
perty? The legislation of 1870 broke all 
contracts, and robbed the landlords in- 
stead of protecting their property. It 
has resulted in further legislation of the 
same kind; and this legislation has ex- 
tended beyond Ireland and taken root in 
the crofts in the West of Scotland and in 
every farm in England, Scotland, and 
Wales through the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act. Indeed, if you look at the 
list of measures in another place, you will 
find that these principles are attempted 
to be applied to everything. There is 
interference of the State everywhere, 
taking the property of one class and 
giving it to another. 
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I have from the very first resisted this 
kind of legislation. I resisted the Land 
Bill of 1870 and the Land Bill of 1881, 
and I resisted the policy in 1896 of trying 
to kill Home Rule by kindness and the 
introduction of another Land Bill, against 
which, there being no division in your 
Lordships’ House, I entered my written 
protest under, I think, seven heads. 
Looking, as I have recently done, through 
the Journals of this House, what do 
I find? I find that in your Lord- 
ships’ House, which is supposed to be 
the great Court of Appeal and the House 
which gives protection to property, con- 
tracts, and everything else, and puts its 
foot down on wrongful legislation, in all 
this course of Irish legislation from 1870 
down to the present time, there has not 
been a single Division against the prin- 
ciple of any of these Bills. This legis- 
lation has resulted in the necessity of a 
measure such as this, which is to get rid 
of the loyal Irish landlords. Having 
resisted all this legislation, I accept this 
Bill heartily in this sense—that it is a Bill 
that does partial justice, and only partial 
justice, to Irish landlords. For what has 
been the effect on the landlords of Ireland 
of your legislation? How much the dis- 
turbance clause of the Land Act of 1870 
cost your Lordships I know not, but it 
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gave any tenant of a tenancy of £50 a 
year rent, or under seven years value of 
his rent if disturbed by his landlord for | 
any cause. Thus, if a landlord wished to | 
resume his property he would have to | 
pay the outgoing tenant £350 if the rent 
was £50. This might mean many millions 
taken from the landlord and transferred 
to the tenant. I have placed myself in 
communication with one of the best- 
known land agents in Ireland, and I asked 
him whether it was true that landed pro- 


| 
j 





perty in Ireland had gone down something 


like 40 per cent., and he replied in the | 
I then asked how much of | 


attirmative. 
that was due to our legislation, and he 
replied 20 per cent. Two days ago I 
wired to him to know how much 
20 per cent. on the landed income 
of Ireland would amount to if capitalised, 
and the answer came back, £70,000,000 
at twenty-two and a-half years’ purchase. 
Therefore, according to the opinion of 
one of the most competent land agents in 
Ireland, past legislation has reduced the 
capital value of the property of Irish land- 
lords by £70,000,000. 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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This Bill, then, presents itself to 
me, an independent Scottish Member, 
as but an act of incomplete justice to 
Irish landlords. I think the amount 
that we pay under it, £12,000,000, 
constitutes a very small penalty forour past 
legislation, by which we have caused them 
to lose £70,000,000. What the effect of 
the Bill will be it is not for me to say— 
the Irish landlords and tenants know 
more about that than I do; but I fear 
there are elements in the Bill which will 
not conduce to peace. It is possible that 
again a hostile feeling may arise ; but, at 
any rate, your Lordships have done your 
best. After all, we know that there is 
much loyalty in the Irish people. Their 
loyalty is shown in the gallant Irish 
soldiers who fight the battles of the 
Empire, in that splendid body of men the 
Irish Constabulary, and recently that 
loyalty was called forth by the peace- 
making visit of our Sovereign, who, by 
his happy speeches, never-failing tact, 
and genial manner, succeeded, assisted by 
our gracious Queen, in winning the hearts 
of the Irish people. I trust that this Bill 
may make for peace, and that the Irish 
farmer, when he is made proprietor, will 
be less amenable to the seductions of the 
Irish patriot, whether that patriot be 
found in Parliament or in Ireland. It is 
never sufficiently taken into consideration 
that we are dealing with a country which 
is very close to these shores. Many Irish 
Nationalists still look forward to separa- 
tion, and Mr. Parnell said in America 
that he would not take off his coat for 
anything else. I hope this Bill will tend 
to knock all these ideas out of the head 
of the Irish patriot. Recently we sent 
250,000 men 6,000 miles across the sea to 
maintain the integrity of our Empire 
in South Africa. Ireland is only eleven 
miles from Great Britain at the nearest 
point. That is the distance from Hyde 
Park to Woolwich in one direction, and to 
Richmond in another, or one mile less 
than the distance between the south 
or north sides of the Firth of Forth ; 
and [| venture to say that nothing on 
earth will induce the people of this country 
to allow Ireland to be in a different posi- 
tion from that of Scotland or Wales. 
What has been done in the case of South 
Africa will be done with a hundred times 
more zeal for the maintenance of the unity 


of the United Kingdom. 
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THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE | 
GOUNCIL (The Duke of DrvonsuHtRE): | 
My Lords, I do not think it necessary to | 
follow the noble Earl through his eloquent, 
though somewhat discursive, review of ! 
the course of legislation on Irish land | 
since 1870. It cannot be denied that 
much of the legislation has been excep- 
tional in character; and to enter with 
advantage into this review it would be 
necessary to refer to the exceptional cir- 
cumstances which induced Parliament | 
from time to time to make special legisla- , 
tion affecting this kind of property in Ire- 
land. The existence of such special 
circumstances must be evident, and the 
noble Earl has mentioned that not one of 
these special measures have been resisted 
in the House on the Second or Third 
Readings. This House, if it represents 
nothing else, does, at any rate, very much | 
represent the interests of property ; and 
the noble Earl must agree that these 
measures would not have been assented 
to without challenge on the part of any 
Member of the House, if circumstances 
had not existed which made exceptional 
legislation in regard to Irish !and a matter 
of absolute and urgent necessity. 1 am 
very glad to hear that, though the noble 
Earl disapproves of the whole of this 
legislation which has hitherto been en- 
acted in regard to land in Ireland, he | 
accepts the present measure as a necessity 
following the legislation he has eloquently | 
condemned. 


It only remains to answer questions 
raised by other noble Lords. The first 
of these, from the Earl of Belmore, was 
on the subject of the leases held under | 
Trinity College. On a former occasion I 
stated that the Question was under the ' 
consideration of the Government, and ' 
that we had in contemplation the appoint- | 
ment of a small Commission to consider | 
the whole subject. I am not able to say | 
that an absolute decision on that point 
_ has been arrived at, but I can give the | 
assurance that the matter is still under 
the consideration of the Irish Government, 
and that it is possible that a Commission 
will be appointed. The questions raised 
by the Earl of Dunraven have reference 
to two points. The first deals with the 
extent to which vendors under the Bill 
will be relieved from the costs attend- 
ing transfer of estates. The Government 
are unable to make the clause to which 
reference has been made more definite 


{11 AueGust 1903} 


| is not intended 


Land Bill. 806 


than it is, because the extent to which 
vendors can be relieved of the cost is not 
yet determined, and cannot be deter- 
mined without previous very careful 
investigation of the administrative 
machinery, and the reference of the results 
of that investigation to the Treasury. It 
under the clause that the 
State shall pay the whole of the vendor's 
costs. I repeat in more general terms 
that which I have said previously in 
debate, the Commissioners will be an 
administrative body acting under, and 
directly instructed by, the Government to 
facilitate as far as possible the transac- 
tions they will be appointed to carry out, 
and with such limitations of cost as may 
be possible. They will do their best, with 
the machinery at their disposal for the 
purpose, to reduce the cost of transfer. 


The noble Earl thinks that it is quite 
possible that the whole of the £12,000,000 
provided in the Bill will never be dis- 
tributed in the mode proposed. On that 
point it is not possible for me to say more 
than that the opinion of the Government 


' does not agree with that of the noble 
' Earl. 


The sum of £12,000,000 was 
arrived at on as careful an investigation 
as could be framed of the amount which 
might, in all probability, be required 
in order to enable the Commission to 
distribute a bonus of 12 per cent. upon the 
sales which they sanctioned. Thenoble Ear! 
said that if the Government had accepted 
his proposal and increased the percentage 
from 12 to 15, it could not possibly have 
affected the total sum to be advanced in 
this way. I would like to ask the noble 
Earl what, in his opinion, would have 
been the result if it had been found 
before the conclusion of these transac- 
tions that the sum of £12,000,000 was not 
sufficient for the purposes for which it 
had been allotted by Parliament. Would 
not appeal have been made to Parliament 
to adda further sum to the amount which 
had been found inadequate’? All the 
Government promise to the vendors in 
each transaction is that, with certain 
exceptions, a bonus of 12 per cent. shall 
be given. The noble Lord contended 
that it would have been more satisfactory 
—and no doubt it would have been—if 
the bonus had been made at the rate of 
15 per cent. But it is not open to the 
noble Earl to suggest to the Government 
that his estimate of the total sum needed 
is more likely to be accurate than ours, 
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and, because he thinks £12,000,000 may 
not all be wanted, to require us to adopt 


his estimate and increase the percentage 
from 12 to 15 per cent. 





I observe that there are still some 
Amendments to be moved to the Bill. 
I have only seen them since I entered 
the House, and it is impossible for me to 
state beforehand how the Government 
will deal with every one of them. There 
are some which are of a drafting or 
consequential nature. There are two or 
three, I believe, which are not, in the 
opinion vf the Government, inconsistent 
with the principles of the provisions of 
the Bill, and which they may be able to 
accept. There are, however, one or two 
Amendments, which apparently propose 
to revive questions which have already been 
discussetl, and on which the Government 
and the House have already expressed a 
strong and definite opinion. I earnestly 
trust that the Amendments of that nature 
will not be pressed. I am not, of course, 
able to forecast with any approach to 
certainty what view may be taken in the 
other House of the Amendments which 
haveleither been carriedagainst the Govern- 
ment, or to which the Government have 
assented more or less under protest. But 
[ am able to say that I do not think the 
position of the Government, at all events 
in the other House, will be altogether 
irreconcilable with reference to some 
of these Amendments. If contentious 
questions raised by Amendments still on 
the Paper are not insisted upon, I have 
reason to believe that the Government 
will be prepared to suggest to the other 
House that the two Amendments which 
were carried by Lord Macnaghten with 
regard to procedure on the rent-fixing 
clauses, at all events, should be accepted. 
That is to say, we shall not be indisposed 
to recommend the House of Commons to 
put back rehearings in place of appeals, 
and to assent to the Amendment which 
abolished special procedure for the case of 
£5 rents. 


There is another Amendment to which 
very considerable importance seemed to 
be attached by a noble Lord from Ireland, 
which the Government will not be able 
to accept in its entirety, but which with 
certain modifications would, I think, go a 
long way to meet the views which have 
been expressed. It was agreed last night 


to omit, in the clause relating to the re- 
purchase of demesnes, the words ‘“ Ad- | 


The Duke of Devonshire. 
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jacent to or in the neighbourhood of the es- 
tate sold.” These words, I think, will have 
to be restored, but at the same time weshall 
suggest to the other House that words 
should be added which will give a dis- 
cretion to the Estates Commissioners, 
when they consider that such a quali- 
fication might with advantage be omitted, 
in order to facilitate the sale of the 
estate. Before I sit down, I think I may 
say that the Government have, perhaps, 
been somewhat disappointed at the extent 
to which the very large concessions 
which have been made by this Bill 
appear to be deemed to be insufficient 
and unsatisfactory by those to whom 
those concessions have been made. 
Very large concessions have, I think, 
been made to the present owners of 
landed property in Ireland, which 
previous to the discussions in the con- 
ference of last year it coud scarcely have 
been expected would ever have been 
proposed by any Government or accepted 
by any British Parliament. 1 think that 
on a calm review of these concessions, 
and the manner in which they have 
been accepted by the British Parliament, 
they will be disposed to admit that this 
measure has been conceived in no un- 
worthy spirit of parsimony or distrust ; 
and although we do not expect that they 
|will ever be satisfied with the great 
change which has been made in their 
position by twenty years of land legis- 
lation, I hope they will see that thisis notan 
inadequate measure, and will relieve 
them of some, at all events, of the in- 
juries or losses to which they have 
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been exposed, I trust the Bill will now 
receive its Third Reading, and that the 
discussion upon the Amendments may 
| be conducted in the spirit of the de- 
|claration which I have been able to 
make. 





Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, the 
danger of this Bill is that it gives a very 
imperfect guarantee that it will be the 
final settlement to the agrarian ques- 
tion in Ireland. This Bill is only the 
inevitable consequence of the Irish policy 
initiated by Mr. Gladstone, and that 
policy throughout has been unjust to 
the Irish landowners. Lord Salisbury’s 
excuse for continuing this policy was 
that a continuity of policy which was so 
necessary in foreign affairs was also 
necessary in home affairs. I would 
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remind your Lordships that if the 
Government had been consistent in these 
views you would have had no South 
African war, but a South African 
Republic would be at present in exist- 
ence. I cannot see why Irish affairs 
should be dealt with differently from 
those of the rest of the Empire. 

With all the discussion about the Land 
Conference terms, it has been admitted 
by Mr. Wyndham in the House of Com- 
mons that this Bill goes much nearer the 
tenants’ terms under that arrangement 
than the landlords. How, then, can the 
latter be expected to receive it with 
enthusiasm % When old opponents like 
Mr. Redmond and Mr. William O’Brien 
assent to terms more favourable than 
those advocated by the Party which we 
have helped to place in power, it is time 
to inquire who are the present custodians 
of Conservative principles? I was 
elected to your Lordships’ House as a 
Conservative representative Peer, but 
for some time | have been wondering 
what has become of the Conservative 
Party ? Past Governments who claim to 
be Conservative have been anything but 
Conservative as regards their Irish 
policy. Each new Irish Secretary has 
tried his prentice hand on Irish land 
legislation, and, so far, each attempt has 
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made matters worse. 

Now, my Lords, when with no desire 
to obstruct Mr. Wyndham’s po'icy, we, 
who are acquainted far more perfectly 
with the circumstances of Irish property 
than Ministers can be, as has been proved 
in the recent debates, put forward most 
moderate suggestions for making land 
purchase work more smoothly, little as 
we like being expropriated, we are met 
by an almost continuous non possumus on 
the part of the Government. The 





Government have thrown over their 
loyal supporters in favour of the 
Nationalist Party, who have often de- 
clared their disloyalty and hatred to 
anything Saxon. I would remind your 
Lordships that the Liberal Government 
were thrown out on the question of 
Home Rule. This Bill now before your 
Lordships is in reality a strong step to 
bring Home Rule about. The whole of 
this legislation has not only been unjust 
and dishonest, but it has shown great 
cowardice on the part of successive 
(Governments, who have prostituted their 
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sense of justice to the outcry of agitators’ 
and for the purpose of gaining a few 
votes or disarming opposition in the 
House of Commons. This Bill has 
received the assent of some landlords, it is 
true, but what is the reason they have 
accepted it? They have accepted it from 
their experience of the tender mercies of 
the British Government during the last 
thirty years. 

The agitators to whom this Govern- 
ment and preceding Governments have 
listened so attentively have claimed as a 


reason for legislation that the Irish 
farmer was down-trodden and _ over- 
rented. I would draw your attention to 


what Mr. Redmond said the other day at 
Burnley — 

‘The very moment the Bill became law and 

the people became owners of the land, it was 
his firm conviction that the soil of Ireland 
would produce double the value it produced at 
present.” 
If that is true, my Lords, it shows that 
the agitation on the land question has 
been fictitious, and that the land has 
never been assessed at its true value. 
Again, this bonus of £12,000,000, whieh 
is so often and so untruly described as a 
dole to the Irish landlords, is nothing of 
the kind. It is neither more nor less 
than a gift to the tenant farmers of Ire- 
land to enable them to purchaseat consider- 
ably under value; for remember, that when 
it is added to the purchase money which 
the tenants give, not one landlord in a 
hundred will, as the Bill stands, enjoy 
his present net income, heavily reduced 
as it has been by Land Courts, three- 
fourths of whose members are tenant 
farmers, whereas every tenant purchaser 
will obtain a substantial reduction in his 
expenses. 

Again, we hear that this £12,000,000 
is a gift to Ireland, but it is, in fact, Irish 
money. It is proposed to be paid off by 
certain savings in Irish Administration, 
and thus once more the Irish dog has to 
be fed with a joint off his own tail. 
Governments that professed free trade 
principles have been exercising the highest 
form of protection as regards Irish land, 
from which they have taken away every 
vestige of free contract so far as it could 
possibly benefit the landlord. And now, 
after the very bitter experience we have 
had from the Irish legislation of past 
years, I think we have a right to ask the 
Government to guarantee that, at all 





events on their side of the House, there 
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will be no further legislation bringing 
forward compulsory sale, no matter how 
disguised the measure may be. Of course, 
I am aware that they cannot bind those 
who are in opposition, but the least they 
can do is to guarantee that while their 
Party are in power, now and hereafter, 
they will not initiate further unjust 
legislation, and inflict perfectly undeserved 
penalties on the Irish landlords, who have 
been admitted, both by Mr. Gladstone 
and other statesmen who have certainly 
not shown themselves our friends, to have 
been most reasonable in their dealing with 
their tenants and most undeserving of the 
treatment they have met with. 


THE Duke oF ABERCORN: My 
Lords, I will not enter into all the argu- 
ments which the noble Lord who has just 
sat down, has addressed to your Lord- 
ships with regard to this Bill and the 
action of his Majesty’s Government upon 
it, but I feel bound to repudiate most of 
the words the noble Lord has used in re- 
gard to this Bill, because I consider that 
they are not at all appropriate to the 
present occasion. On the contrary, I 
would venture, on behalf of the Irish 
landowners, to thank the noble Duke not 
only for the manner in which he has 
introduced the measure into your Lord- 
ships’ House but also for the courteous 
way in which he has received the various 
Amendments proposed in Committee. 
We naturally, as representing the land- 
owners’ section in Ireland, have to fight 
their battles and obtain the best terms 
that we possibly can for them, but we 
have endeavoured to do so with modera- 
tion. I think that the manner in which 
noble Lords have brought ferward 
their Amendments, and especially the 
ability which some of the younger Mem- 
bers have shown, must have met with the 
approval of the House. It is very pleasant 
to find that among the rising generation 
there are noblemen who may be looked to 
as future Statesmen, and I am sure their 
appearance in these debates will be wel- 
comed. I hope that the other House will 
treat the measure, as sent down to it, with 
the same moderation which it has met 
with at the hands of your Lordships’ 
House, and that before many days are 
past this great Land Bill—for, whether 
you object to it or approve of it, there 
can be no doubt that it is a great mea- 
sure, originated in the mind of a great 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 
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man—will come back to your Lordships 
without any alteration, and will be firmly 
placed upon the Statute-book. 


On Question, Bill read 3+. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN moved an 
Amendment to Sub-section 1 of Clause 
7, which ran as follows: 

“The Land Judge may, at the request of the 

Land Commission, cause the Commission to be 
furnished with such particulars and documents 
as they may require respecting the estate, in- 
cluding a schedule in the prescribed form of 
the tenancies thereon, and a statement of the 
superior interests (if any) to which the estate 
is subject.” 
He moved to insert, after the word 
“Commission,” the words “unless he 
thinks it inequitable under the circum- 
stances that the estate should be dealt 
with under this section.” He said that 
great apprehension was felt about this 
clause in Ireland. It was thought that 
the Land Commission might seize upon 
the most solvent estates and insist on 
their being sold at once. He did not 
himself think that would be the effect of 
the clause, but a great many people be- 
lieved that the Land Judge would be 
merely a passive instrument in the hands 
of the Commission, and would be bound 
to do what they told him. Speaking for 
himself, he did not think that was the 
meaning of the clause, but he moved the 
insertion of the words, contained in his 
Amendment, in order to allay apprehen- 
sion that undoubtedly existed. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 31, after the word ‘Com- 
mission,’ to insert the words ‘ unless he thinks 
it inequitable under the circumstances that the 
estate should be dealt with under this section.’” 
—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord ASHBOURNE) said the Land 
Judge was given very wide powers with 
respect to the whole of the administra- 
tion. He need not accept the offer made 
to him by the Land Commission unless 
he thought it right, and when he put the 
estate up to auction he was not bound to 
accept the = unless he thought it a just 
one. He did not think it was at all neces- 
sary to insert the words proposed in the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 
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Amendment moved— 


‘In page 16, after line 24, after the word 
“money ’ to insert as a new sub-section the 
words ‘ (6) For the purpose of giving effect to 
this enactment, the Land Commission may, 
if they think fit, in the case ot a terminab e 
charge, satisfy the same by the investment 
in any securities in which trustees are by law 
authorised to invest trust money of a capital 
sum, the annual income of which wil 
sufficient to satisfy the annual amount of the 
charge.’ ”—(The ce of Devonshire.) 


THe Eart or WESTMEATH aid 
the Amendment went a long way 
towards meeting their views, but he 
suggested the omission of the words 
“may, if they think fit,” and the inser- 
tion, in their place, of the words “shall 
on the application of the vendor.” 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
suppose the cuestion as to the use of 
the word “may” or “shall” has been 
debated thousands of times in both 
Houses of Parliament. I conceive that 
the words “may, if they think fit” 
mean, “‘ shall, if in their opinion, the 
case is one in which effect ought to be 
given to the provisions of the sub-sec- 
tion,” and that discret on must neces- 
sarily be left to them. In all such cases 
as, in their opinion, come within the 
meaning of the subsection the word 
“may,” I conceive, is equivalent to 
“ shall.” 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Tue Ear of ARRAN had an Amend- 
ment on the paper to omit Sub-section 
2 of Clause 25, which provided that— 


“If on the closing day the title of any per- 
son whose claim has been so attached to the 
purchase money, whether as vendor, o1 incum- 
brancer, or owner of a superior or intervening 
interest, is not established, and if a portion of 
the purchase money equivalent to the amount 
of his claim has not being invested in pur- 
suance of the powers conferred by Sub-section 
1 of Section 14 of the Act of 1887, then, until 
his title is established, interest in respect 
of the claim shall not be payable out of the 
purchase money or otherwise at a higher rate 
than the rate payable by the Land Commis- 
sion to the National Debt Commissioners in 
respect of outstanding advances,” 


He moved to leave out the words “ out- 
of the purchase money or otherwise,” 
and to insert “out of the purchase 
money, or recoverable under any agree- 
ment or covenant, or chargeable on any 
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other land or securities which may be 
subject to such claims along with the 
lands sold.” He said he understood that 
the Government were willing to accept 
his Amendment down to the word 
“covenant,” in which case he would 
withdraw the second part of the Amend- 
ment. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said the deletion of the latter 
half of the Amendment would meet the 
objection taken to the words as they 
appeared on the Paper, and if the 
Amendment were moved in that form 
he would offer no objection to it. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 18, line 20, to leave out the words 
‘out of the purchase money or otherwise’ 
and to insert the words ‘out of the purchase 
money, or recoverable under any agreement or 
covenant.’ ’—(The Earl of Arran.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN said the next 
Amendment was intended to correct a 
slip which had been made in an Amend- 
ment carried the previous day. 


Amendment moved — 


“In page 18, line after the word 
‘advances’ to insert the words ‘ Provided 
that, in case of the sale of an estate under 
the Land Purchase Acts, any charge or 
incumbrance thereon may be paid off not- 
withstanding any direction, proviso, or 
covenant contained in any deed or instrument 
to the contrary.’ ”—(Lord Macnaghten.) 


aA 


—; 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 27, line 27, after the word ‘in’ 
to insert the words ‘(a.) Bonds, debentures, 
or mortgages secured upon rates or taxes 
levied under the authority of any Act 
of Parliament or Provisional Order by 
any municipal corporation or other local 
authority in the United Kingdom which shall 
be authorised to borrow on such security ; (b.) 
Ground rents arising out of hereditaments in 
the United Kingdom and not exceeding in 
amount one-fourth part of the annual value at 
a rack rent of the premises out of which such 
ground rents issue ; (c.) Debentures or mort- 
gages of railway companies in the United 
Kingdom incorporated by Act of Parliament ; . 
(d.) Stocks or shares of any tramway or light 
railway interest upon which is guaranteed 
from or — upon rates under the Tram- 
ways (Ireland) Acts ; (e.) Bonds, debentures, 
or mortgages secured upon any investments in 
which trustees are authorised by this or any 
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Other Act to invest trust funds ;(f.) Deben- 
tures or fully-paid shares or stocks of any rail- 
way provided that the sufficiency of any such 
investments to realise the sum invested therein 
upon the death of the tenant for life or the 
termination of the trust shall be secured to 
the satisfaction of the public trustees under 
this Act.’ ”—(Lord Castletown. ) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HALsBuRY) said he was pre- 
pared to accept the Amendment on con- 
dition that after the word “ invest- 
ments,” in Sub-section (f.), the noble 
Lord would agree to insert the words “ as 
are hereinbefore in this section recited.” 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said he was 
quite willing to accept the addition of 
these words. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


orp CASTLETOWN said the new 
sub-section which he now moved to 
Clause 57 would prove very useful in the 
working of the Bill. He could not see 
what objection there could be to it. 


Amendment moved— 

‘* In page 33, line 15, after the word ‘ matter,’ 
to insert as a new sub-section the words : ‘ (6) In 
the cases of sales to tenants other than sales by 
the Land Commission or sales by the Land 
Judge, the date at which interest on the pur- 
chase money payable under Sub-section 2 of 
Section 35 of the Act of 1896 shall begin to be 
payable shall he—(a.) If the agreement for 
purchase be made on any first day of May or | 
first day of November from the date of such | 
agreement ; (6.) In all other cases from a date | 
to be specified in the agreement, and not being 
earlier than the gale day immediately pre- 
ceding the date of agreement ; and such in- 
terest shall be dealt with accordirg to the 
terms of the said sub-section.’ ”--(Lord Castle- 
town.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE. 
LAND said that no difficulty had arisen 
which rendered it at all necessary to 
make such an important change as that 
proposed in the ordinary and _ settled 
practice. When people entered into a 
bargain to buy or sell they could enter 
into a complete arrangement both as to 
the date andamount. He did not think 
it would be wise or prudent to seek to | 
make the change proposed by the Amend- 
ment, 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lord Macnaghten. 


{LORDS} 





Land Bill. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said that when 
Clause 87 was in Committee, the noble 
and learned Lord the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland stated with regard to an Amend- 
ment then brought forward, similar to 
the one now on the Paper, that the 
Treasury would be terrified by the ex- 
pense that would be put upon them if 
the Amendment were agreed to. He 
(Lord Castletown) had since received 
information from Dublin that every 
County Court Judge had a Court valuer 
who was paid £3 5s. a day when em- 
ployed. The experts he proposed to 
substitute would get exactly the same 
salary, and therefore the Treasury would 
not lose anything on that head. The 
only difference was that the Lay Assistant 
Commissioner would be paid annually, 
and that during the time he was not 
assisting the County Court Judge in these 
cases he would be assisting the Land 
Commission. 
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* Amendment moved— 


“In page 42 line 33, after the second worl 
‘Commissioner’ to insert as a new sub-section 
the words : ‘(2) For the purpose of assisting the 
County Court Judge in determining any ques- 
tion under the Land Law Acts relating to a 
holding, the Land Commission shall assign to 
each Civil Bill Court a Lay Assistant Com- 
missioner, who shall inspect the holding, sit 
with, and assist the County Court Judge as a 
Lay Assessor.’ ”—(Lord Castletown. ) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND said he was not able to follow the 
sanguine view of the noble Lord that the 
Amendment would not involve any ad- 
ditional expenditure. It was quite true 
that the Court valuer when employed re- 
ceived £3 5s. a day; but if he was en- 
gaged for only two or three days on two 
or three occasions a year, the sum in- 
volved was a small one. If, however, he 
was employed at the same rate for the 
whole year it would come toa substantial 
sum. It would necessitate a very sub- 
stantial increase in the large staff of 
Assistant Commissioners if each of the 
twenty-two County Court Judges in Ire- 
land required, when their lal sessions 
came on, to have the assistance and the 
presence of an Assistant Commissioner. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN said he, of 
course, bowed to the noble and learned 
Lord and would withdraw his Amendment. 
At the same time he did not think the 


noble and learned Lord was right. 
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Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. — 


Tue Ear: or CAMPERDOWN moved 
to leave out Clause 95, which was inserted 
on Report onthe Motion of Lord Monteagle 
of Brandon. He said he felt that he owed 
some apology to their Lordships for ven- 
turing to submit a Motion with regard to 
this Bill. If the matter had been one of 
detail he would not have intruded, be- 
cause the details of the Bill were so many 
and so complicated that they could only 
be dealt with by noble Lords from Ireland, 
many of whom, especially some of the 
younger ones, had shown a very full and 
complete knowledge both of the probable 
operation and of the details of the Bill. 
but the matter which he ventured to raise 
was one of principle. Clause 95 contained, 
as he thought, a most injurious principle. 
His first objection had referenceto the ques- 
tion of order. On the previous Friday this 
clause was under consideration and was 
then amended by their Lordships. After 
it had been amended and had assumed the 
form in which it now stood, a Motion was 
made to omit it, and their Lordships, by 
66 votes to 48, struck the clause out of 
the Bill. If there was any rule to which 
their Lordships always bowed it was this, 
that when a decision had been arrived at 
by a substantial majority, whatever might 
he noble Lords’ opinions with regard to 
the merits of that decision, it was accepted, 
and the decision remained recorded in the 
Bill. [The Marquess of Ripon dis- 
sented.] He understood the noble Mar- 
quess near him to challenge that. 


THE Marquess OF RIPON said he cer- 
tainly challenged it as a rule of order. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN said it 
occasionally happened that when a de- 
cision was arrived at by a very narrow 
majority the matter was reconsidered by 
the House, but it was always usual to give 
formal notice that the House would be 
invited to reconsider its decision. In this 
particular case no such notice was given, 
and the Amendment was in direct con- 
travention of the decision at which their 
Lordships arrived on Friday. He thought 
business in their Lordships’ House would 
become very difficult of transaction if they 
were constantly to revise the decisions at 
which they had arrivedafter due considera- 
tion. If he had noticed the Amendmenton 
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the Paper on Monday he would certainly 
have asked their Lordships to reject it, 
because it asked the House to reverse its 
decision. In the House of Commons the 
Speaker would not have allowed the 
Amendment to be put on the Paper. 
This clause made a material change in 
the whole scope and policy of the 
Labourers Acts. The expression “agri- 
cultural labourer ” was altered not merely 
with regard to this Act, but with regard 
to the Labourers Acts of 1883 and 1896. 
The definition as it stood in the Act of 
1883 was that an agricultural labourer 
meant “ a person who habitually works 
for hire in agricultural work on the land 
of some other person, and whose princi- 
ple means of living is such hire.” It was 
amended in 1896. to mean a “man or 
woman whose occupation, during the 
ordinary season of agricultural work, is 
the doing of agricultural work for hire on 
the land of some other person or persons.” 
But in this Bill it is provided that— 

“ The expression ‘agricultural labourer’ in 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 to 1896—and 
this Act, shall include any person (other than 
a domestic or menial servant) working for hire 
in a rural district whose average wayes in the 
year preceding the lodgment of any repre- 
sentation under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 
1883 to 1896, affecting him, do not exceed two 
shillings and sixpence a day, aud who is not in 
occupation of land conaling one quarter of 
an acre. 


Therefore this Bill enlarged the defini- 
tion of “agricultural labourer” to such 
an extent that it would comprehend almost 
anybody who lived in a rural district. 
Clause 95 provided— 

‘* Where any agricultural labourer has made, 
or coucurred in the making of, a representa- 
tion under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 1883 
to 1896, and within twelve months thereafter 
is dismissed from his employment, he may 
apply to a County Court Judge fur compensa- 
tion, onthe ground that he has been dismissed 
by reason of his having made, or concurred in 
making, the representation, and if in the 
opinion of the County Court Judge he was 
dismissed for the reason aforesaid, the County 
Court Judge may award him compensation 
not exceeding three months’ wages.” 


In Ireland agricultural labourers were 
employed for short periods, and they had 
no right whatever to claim employment. 
Under this clause, if a labourer was lazy 
or had bad habits, and it was not unlikely 
that he would be dismissed, the best thing 
he could do, in his own interests, would be 
to join in making an application for a 
cottage, and then, in the event of his being 
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dismissed, to apply to the Judge for com- | 
pensation. He protested strongly against 
the introduction of any enactment of this | 
kind. He objected to the insertion of | 
this clause because it tended to establish, 
as a system, the custom of building | 
cottages out of the rates Why should 
Ireland in this matter be managed 
on principles quite different from those | 
which obtained in England and Scotland ? | 
Mr. Wyndham had stated in the House 
of Commons that it was his intention to 
consider all the Irish Labourers Acts 
during the autumn, and, after consulta- 
tion with his colleagues, to frame a Bill 
dealing completely with the subject. 
That being so, it appeared to him that 
to introduce into this Biil such a clause | 
as this was a very great mistake. They 
did not know what the intentions of the 
Chief Secretary were, but if he really in- | 
tended to enlarge the application of the 
Labourers Acts, and to create a system 
of building cottages upon the rates, the 
whole of the efforts in this Bill to create 
peace in Ireland, at very great cost to 
the taxpayer, would be thrown away, 
and a foundation would be laid for a} 
new war between the new owners of the 
land and the labourers. He urged their 
Lordships to revert to their former 
decision and omit the clause. 


Amendment movea— 


«To leave out Clause 95, which was inserted 
on Report on Motion of Lord Monteagle of | 
Brandon.” —(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | 
(The Earl of MorteEy): | do not wish to | 
discuss the meritsof this clause, though | 
I voted against it, but I cannot agree 
with my noble friend that there is any 
point of order. There is no rule of order | 
that the House cannot at one stage of 
the Bill cancel or alter an Amendment 
moved at another stage. 


THE Marquess oF RIPON said that 
all he stated was that there was no rule 
of order against the procedure that had | 
taken place. He was glad to be sup-| 
ported in that view by the Lord Chair- | 


man of Committees. | 


Lorp INCHIQUIN, who at the Com- | 
mittee stage, moved the rejection of this 
clause, said that at the time of moving | 


it he admitted that the alteration which | 
The Earl of Camperdown. 


{LORDS} 


| objections. 
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had been made by substituting the 
County Court Judge for the Summary 
Jurisdiction Court very largely met his 
view, but did not entirely remove his 
One of the chief objections 
to the clause was that it placed an unjust 


| power in the hands of labourers, not only 


against landlords, but against all em- 
ployers ot labour in Ireland. He had 
the greatest objection to the clause even 
as it stood, but at this late period of the 
session, and after the substantial conces- 
sions that had been given them, he 


appealed to his noble friend to withdraw 


his Amendment, especially in view of the 
fact that they had been promised a Bill 
next year dealing with the whole 
question. 


THE Eart oF MEATH associated him- 
self with the protest made by Lord 
Camperdown against this clause. He 
did not think many noble Lords had 
realised how dangerous the clause was. 
If it waspassed there was not the slightest 
doubt that within a very short period 
its principles would be extended to 
England and Scotland. 


Viscount GOSCHEN desired to as- 


| sociate himself with the Earl of Camper- 


down in his protest against this clause. 
There was only one adjective which could 
be applied to it, and that was the word 
“preposterous.” It contained a dangerous 
precedent, and he, at all events, joined in 
entering a protest against it. 


THE EARL OF DUNRAVEN said un- 
doubtedly the clause as it stood was less 
objectionable than it was in its original 
shape. The portion of the Bill which 
dealt with the labourers was of a pro- 
visional character, for they all knew that 
there was to be a Bill brought in next 


| session. He hoped the Amendment would 
not be pressed. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN, while admit- 
ting that the clause contained an un- 
pleasant germ, yet upon consideration 
advised that the objection to it should 
not be pressed. Surely it was only fair, 
if they were going to assist these men to 
obtain decent dwellings, to give them the 
power to resist the intimidation which 
everyone who lived in Ireland knew ex- 
isted. The members of the rural 
district councils were the chief offenders, 
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and it would have been better, he thought, 
if a provision could have been inserted by 
which they could be punished. The 
representations of the labourer for the 
purpose of getting a cottage takes the 


form that a certain number of labourers | 


club together and make a representation 
for a certain cottage to be given to a man. 
An inspector goes down to the place to 
hear objections ; he finds out the best place 
for putting the cottage, and the arrange- 
ment is carried out under those lines. 
The owners in Ireland are perfectly pro- 
tected in that way. The only person to 
run any risk or danger is the farmer on 
whose land they desire to place these 
houses, and these are the men who have 
made the difficulty. A farmer, especially 
in the South of Ireland, will not allow 
two or three labourers’ cottages to be 
placed on his land, and the only way to 
force him to do it is by these representa- 
tions. He hoped his noble friend would 
withdraw his opposition to this clause. If 
he knew the country as well as they did, 
he would realise that it had been put for- 
ward with the best intentions, although, 
he must admit, there might be an un- 
pleasant germ contained in it. 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN: I quite 
agree with the noble Viscount who des- 
cribed this clause as “ preposterous.” 
Indeed I am not quite sure that it is not 
grotesque. But as there is a great differ- 
ence of opinion in the House about it, I 
think it would be a pity to go to a 
division and rekindle old fires. I must 
also say that I do not think it affects the 
landlords in the least. No one has ever 
said that the landlords were engaged in 
this difference of opinion, and perhaps, as 
the noble Duke directly hinted, it is 
in my county that the mischief is 
brewing. I may say I know perfectly 
well that in Antrim the farmers have the 
greatest possible objection to it. I made 
enquiries there last summer, however, and 
found that the objection had almost 
entirely disappeared, and they are not 


| unwilling now to part with their land for | 


the erection of houses thereon, if they are 
paid a good price for it. The real great 
difficulty to the working of these 
Labourers Acts is the enormous cost, 
the absolutely preposterous legal cost 
that is involved in taking a small patch 
of land. If you take only one acre they 
go back 100 years, and they make the 
mortgagee or any person who may be 
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entitled to the dower, join in the deed. 
That is the real difficulty in working 
these Acts, and I hope my noble and 
learned friend, the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, will do his best to get rid of 
that difficulty. That is what makes 
County Councils and District Councils so 
averse to building these houses. It is 
not the cost of the land or of the build- 
ing, but the legal costs incurred in getting 
the land. 
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THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE: As 
one of the younger Members of your 
Lordships’ House, who was particularly 
vigilant in opposing this clause on the 
Committee stage, I hope I may be allowed 
to join in the appeal and ask my noble 
friend not to press the clause to a division. 
I objected to the clause directly I saw in 
the Bill that we were to be confined to the 
Court of Summary Jurisdiction, to which, 
in the absence of any appeal, I am not 
particularly keen to take any cause very 
often. The clause no longer contains this 
very great defect. From the very first I 
felt that this clause was particularly hard, 
more especially as I think the landowners, 
in the part of the country from which I 
come, have done their best to make some 
of these Labourers Acts a success. Per- 
sonally, I was always glad to find one of 
these representation papers come in, and 
for the labourer, instead of having a hor- 
rible hovel situate in a filthy yard, to 
have a chance of getting hold of a decent 
house with an acre of land, and so better 
his position. But I did feel it hard that, 
whereas some of us had done our best to 
encourage this improvement, the only re- 
sult was to raise the sword of Damocles 
over our heads. That, however, we shall 


_ have to put up with in the future, and I 


hope that the prophecy of my noble friend 
that the landlords are to be separated from 
the farmers in this matter, by some action 
that I confess I do not understand, may be 
realised. Personally, I think the action of 


this Bill will be the opposite to what my 


noble friend thinks. I have an idea that 
we shall all become farmers ourselves, and 
possibly in a few years hence I may be 
found driving my pigs into the market 
and bargaining for the sale of them with 
the noble Lord below me, But I under- 
stand now what I did not know at first, 
that these Labourers Acts have been 
abused by certain individuals in different 
parts of the country, and I only hope that 
we, who have not offended, will not suffer 
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in conjunction with those who it is only 
right and proper should suffer. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 


My Lords, as regards the point of order, | 


I was quite unaware that I was infring- 
ing any rule of this House, written or un- 
written, and if I did so I beg to apologise 
for it. From a practical point of view, it 
seems to me that a notice on the Paper 
is a more effective notice for this purpose 
than to get up after a division and say 
you are going to do so-and-so on a future 
day. I will, however, observe the un- 
written law, to which the noble Earl 
called attention, on future occasions. With 
regard to the merits of the case, I should 
like to say that, as I have been denounced 
for bringing this clause on again, it ap- 
peared to me that whatever were the 
merits of this particular proposal, you 
might fairly lay down, as a fundamental 
maxim of law, that there should be no 
wrong without a remedy. Is it not a 
wrong that the labourers should be sub- 
ject to such intimidation? I perfectly 
grant that the noble Lords opposite would 
not practise such intimidation or tyranny. 
I do not believe this affects the landlords 
in any way whatever, and I quite acquit 
my noble friends of the charge of not 
acting in the interests of the labourers, 
or in the public interest. But, if 
there is a wrong there should be a 
remedy, and I say that something should 
be done. I most cordially welcome the 
expressions of opinion from the other 
side of the House, and especially from 
the noble Earl who has just sat down, 
and whom I venture to compliment on 
the distinguished debating power he 
has shown in the course of this dis- 
cussion. I appeal to the noble Earl not 
to press this clause to a division. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, after the speeches which have 
been made on bcth sides of the House, 
it is unnecessary for me to say more 
than a few words, and I hope the noble 
Earl opposite may not be disposed to 
press his Motion to a division. My 
Lords, I think the objection which the 
noble Earl took, on what he described 
as a point of order, has been pretty 
conclusively proved not to be well 
founded. It has been amply shown that 
it is certainly no question of order. It 
may be a question of ordinary practice 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 


{LORDS} 
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of the House. I should be disposed to 
think it was more contrary to the or- 
dinary practice of the House when a 
question had been discussed and divided 
upon in the Committee and Report 
stages, because a final decision come to 
on Report is not very frequently dis- 
turbed by an Amendment moved on the 


| Third Reading. On the merits of the 


question I shall say very little. The 
noble Earl in his speech, I think, went 
somewhat beyond the limits of the 
clause which he proposes to delete, and 
discussed to a certain extent the policy 
of the Irish Labourers Acts. My Lords, 
I think that although it may not have 
been very obvious at first sight, a little 
consideration will show one of the 
reasons why it was thought necessary, in 
this Bill, to introduce any clause upon 
the subject of these Acts. This Bill, 
as has been repeatedly stated, is an at- 
tempt, and I think a great attempt, to 
restore agrarian peace in Ireland, and we 
all trust it may have that effect, as be- 
tween the owners and the occupiers of 
the land. But we must remember that 
the owners and the occupiers of the 
land in Ireland are not the only class 
connected with the land, and that the 
interests of the labourers also have to be 
taken into consideration. Well, my Lords, 
I think it might very well have been 
apprehended, if this measure had been 
entirely confined tv questions which 
affected the interests of only the landlords 
and the tenants, that the labourers of 
Ireland, who, according to the information 
we have received, do consider themselves 
in certain parts of Ireland—a very limited 
portion of Ireland—to be suffering under 
certain grievances, would have felt ne- 
glected had they found no notice whatever 
taken of their grievances in this great 
measure of industrial peace for Ireland. 
My Lords, I believe, although the prin- 
ciple of the Labourers Acts may, like 
other things in Irish legislation, be open 
to some question upon economical 
grounds, in practice it has been found 
that the Labourers Acts have worked not 
unsatisfactorily. Certainly in the opinion 
of a great many landlords their operation 
has not been unsatisfactory, and I believe 
they have been very generally approved of 
and acted upon by the tenant farmers. 
But it does appear that in certain parts 
of Ireland obstacles have been placed in 
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the way of the intentions of Parliament 
being carried out, not generally by land- 
lords, but by a certain number of tenant 
farmers, and this clause has been undoubt- 
edly placed in the Bill for the purpose of 
providing a remedy for that attempt to 
obstruct the intentions of Parliament. 
My Lords, since the subject was first dis- 
cussed here, I have ascertained that there 
is a very strong feeling in the other House 
upon this subject, and it is certain that the 
deleting of this clause would lead to very 
protracted debate, and the other House 
would insist upon its restoration. I 
think after the very near approach to. 
reconciliation at which we have arrived, 
every one will agree that it is most 
desirable that the remaining subjects of 
possible difference between this House 
and the other House should be made as 
few as possible. Therefore, I trust that 
this Amendment, which would have the 
effect of raising additional questions to 
those which exist between us and the 
other House, may not be persisted 
in. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
After the appeal which has been made to 
me by noble Lords, both by those who 
are in favour of the clause and by those 
who dislike it, I do not think I should 
be doing right to put your Lordships to 
thetrouble of a division. Of course, I 
do not wish to repeat anything I have 
said with regard to my own opinions, 
which remain the same as they were, 
but with regard to those friends of mine 
who like the clause, I will only say that 
I wish they would take it and keep it to 
their own estates. I hope and trust we 
shall never have anything of this kind 
brought to this side of the Channel. I 
beg to withdraw. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : My Lords, the 
next Amendment is really an explana- 
tory Amendment, and I will simply ask 
the noble Duke in charge of the Bill 
whether the Government see their way 
to accept it. It bears on the question of 
those proprietors who have already sold 
a portion of their holdings to the ten- 
ants under the Acts of 1886 and 1891. 
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and there have been left in the hands of 
the landlords some half a dozen or per- 
haps twenty, or even thirty farms. I 
am anxious to find out whether in those 
estates, when they are put forward again 
for sale under this Bill, the owners will 
be entitled to the bonus. It is only an 
explanatory Amendment, and I shall be 
glad to hear the views of the Govern- 
ment on the subject. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page45, line 17, after the word ‘ Act’ to in- 
sert the words ‘and shall include any holdingson 
an estate which before the date upon which this 
Act comes into operation had been the subject 
matter of proceedings for sale under the Land 
Purchase Acts, but as to which holdings the 
sales had not either been agreed upon or 
carried out.’”—(Lord Castletown.) 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I am 
advised that this Amendment would un- 
duly and unnecessarily fetter the proceed- 
ings of the Estates Commissioners. The 
Bill leaves the Estates Commissioners 
entire discretion in the decision of what 
they will, and will not, consider an estate, 
and this Amendment would introduce an 
element of compulsion on that consider- 
ation which could not be admitted. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : The answer of 
the noble Duke quite clears the air, and I 
beg to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House 
withdrawn. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I beg 
to move that this Bill be passed. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Bill passed, and returned to the Com- 


| mons. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Lorp BELPER: I beg to move. that 
the Report be now received. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


*Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN. 
TERBURY asked their Lordships to give 
attention to an Amendment which he 
brought forward on the previous night, 
but in accordance with the suggestion of 
the Government, who promised to give 
to it further consideration, did not then 





In some cases the tenants refused to buy, 


press. The Bill as it stood left it open to 
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the local authority to decide whether or 
not a by-law should be passed for the 
restriction of street trading by girls 
under the age of sixteen years. His 
Amendment did exactly the same, leaving 
the local authority discretion as to whether 
the restriction should be ultimately made, 
but saying in definite form that in the 
opinion of Parliament such trading was 
undesirable. He did not wish to repeat 
the arguments he had used on the 
previous evening but there was one 
point upon which he was anxious to say 


Employment of 


{LORDS} 





a word, because he had learned that the | 


subject had been misunderstood by some 
Members of their Lordships’ House. It was 
asked why should they be so particular 
about the restriction of street trading by 


girls of fourteen years when they allowed | 


it by girls of sixteen years for whom 
the perils of such employment were much 
greater. No one would make that objec- 
tion who was at all familiar with the real 
working of the matter in the ordinary 
life of a great city. The true principle of 
action lay in the prevention of girls 
from entering at an early age upon 
a course likely to lead to a life of 
degradation and crime. They must 
for the first few years make that course 
impossible, and they need not be afraid but 
that in that case if the girl belonged to a 
poor family, she would obtain during 
these safeguarded years some regular 
employment of a suitable sort, and 
would thus by the time she reached six- 
teen years be safe from the perils of the 
kind dealt with in this clause. He hoped 
that the Government would consent to 
accept a clause which he believed to be of 
very high value for the maintenance of 
morals and discipline in our streets, and 
for the benefit of those on whose behalf 
he was pleading. 


Amendments moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 6, to leave out from 
the word ‘ trale’ to the end of the clause.” 


** After Clause 3, insert as a new clause: 
‘A girl under the age of sixteen years shall 
not be employed in street tradings, except 
under the provisions of specific by-law of he 
local authority sanctioning such employ- 
ment.’”—(The Lord Archbishop of Canter- 
bury.) 


Lorp BELPER said he was fully aware 
of the weight and authority with which 


the most rev. Primate spoke on that. 
matter, which affected the material and | ment were to be accepted. 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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moral well-being of children. He should 
have been very glad to have been able to 
take the same view cn the point, but the 
matter having been fully considered since 
the debate of the previous day, he was 
obliged to say that the Government could 
not accept the Amendment. The most 
rev. Primate seemed to think that 
this was really a small change in the Bill. 
Far from that, it was really a rather 
serious one. What he proposed was to 
put in the place of local authorities having 
power to both make by-laws and to de. 
cide the conditions on which trade should 
be carried on, or, if they liked, to pro- 
hibit it, an absolute statutory prohibition 
of girls under the age of sixteen years 
being employed. 


THE MARQUESS OF RIPON: No. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHUP or CAN- 


/TERBURY: No. 


Lorp BELPER said the most reverend 
Primate added to that a provision that 
the local authority should be allowed, 
where they thought well, to make a 
specific by-law giving special exemptions 
to that statute. With regard to that, he 
ventured to say that it was a most un- 
usual course, and there was no precedent 
for by-laws being made on the terms 
for Parliament to make an absolute 
general prohibition, and then for the 
local authorities to be allowed to make 
special exceptions in certain cases and 
places. What was likely to be the effect 
of that? He ventured to say that the 
effect would be that no local authority, 
knowing that Parliament had deliberately 
come to the conclusion that there ought 
to be an absolute prohibition of girls 
below sixteen years of age being 
allowed to trade, would make by-laws 
exempting them from that prohibition 
except under very exceptional circum- 
stances indeed. No doubt it was 
possible that in some cases they 
might make them, but he ventured to 
think that the central authority, in the 
shape of the Home Office, would be put in 


a very invidious position to agree to a 


by-law which would give power to a local 
authority to except from this general 
prohibition, and which would be laid 
down if the Lord Archbishop's Amend- 
He ventured 
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to think that the result, if this Amend- 
ment was carried, would be practically 
a general prohibition, except in a very 
few cases. He would not repeat the 
arguments of the previous day, but would 
point out that the matter was very 
carefully considered in the other House. 
It was discussed not only in Grand Com- 
mittee, but afterwards in the House of 
Commons, and actually the words of 
the Amendment, moved by the most 
rev. Primate were put on_ the 
Paper for discussion in the other House, 
and the Amendment was only with- 
drawn, on a compromise, when the sub- 
section was put in, to which attention 
was called the previous day—viz., Sub- 
section 3 of Clause 2, which provided 
that the local authority should have 
regard to the desirability of preventing 
the employment of girls under sixteen 
years of age. He earnestly appealed to 
their Lordships not to alter the Bill in 
the manner suggested, and not to make 
the provisions with regard to street 
trading more stringent than they already 
were. 


There was no doubt that there was 
considerable difference of opinion on 
this and some other matters in the Bill. 
A certain number like the 
Primate would like to make this clause 
more stringent, and take away optional 
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*EARL SPENCER said he regretted to 
| hear the decision of the noble Lord. 
Without going into the question of the 
| principle discussed the previous night, he 
Should like to refer to two points touched 
/upon by the noble Lord, who said this 
| subject had been threshed out and con- 
sidered in another place, and it would 
| therefore be a pity to alter it. What 
happened in another place? The Grand 
_Committee adopted the principle put for 
/ward by the most rev. Primate, and 
|it was only reversed when the Govern- 
| ment opposed it in the other House. The 
‘other point was that the noble Lord 
_ talked as if this Bill absolutely compelled 
the local authority to forbid these girls 
working. It did nothing of the kind. 
|The noble Lord qualified his statement 
afterwards, but at the outset he put it 
_very broadly that the Amendment would 
| practically prevent the employment of 
| these children. 


Lorp BELPER: I said it imposes an 

| absolute statutory obligation of a prohibi- 

tion of these children being employed, 

but I went on to say that it gave special 

| power of exemption in certain cases to the 

‘local authority, which I thought was very 
unusual. 


*EarL SPENCER said the noble Lord 
had also told them that this was a very 





control from the local authority ; but, on | Wausual form of dealing with a 
the other hand, there were others who | But Clause 3 put it almost in the ver) 
thought the Bill went a great deal too Same form, with regard to children, as the 
far already. The Government did not |™08t Trev. Primate put it in _ 
wish to alter the Bill in that respect,| Amendment. He deeply regretted em 
They thought it would be fair to adhere | the Government, on what he ventured to 
to the Bill as it stood, and give the describe as very flimsy reasons, objected 
power to every local authority to deal| t?, the proposal of the most rev. 
with the district, over which they had Primate, which would indicate, without 
’ A, t ; . 
control, in whatever way they thought | compelling the local authority t —— 
best, they fully knowing the circum- What Parliament thought should be done 
stances of the case. By leaving the |i" @ matter that was really of very great 
piower to the local authority it was more | = to a large class of the com- 
likely that the sentiment of the country | ™Umity.; 


would be carried out, and it would not) Tur SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
excite the same opposition and friction (Lord BALFouR of BURLEIGH) said the 
as would be raised if a general statutory | yoble Earl seemed to think that the 
prohibition were to be imposed. There-| Amendment now proposed by the most 
fore in the future, if it was thought | Fey. Primate had some _ similarity 
desirable to strengthen this clause, there | to that which was presented by the Grand 
would be much more chance of doing so | Committee and was reversed by the wish 
when the country had had experience | of the other House. There was no 
of the working of the by-laws imposed, parallel between the two. The Amend- 
and fairly worked, by the local authori-| pent of the Grand Committee was in 
ties. The Government could not accept | favour of an absolute prohibition of all 
the Amendment. street trading by girls under sixteen 
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years of age. That might be right or it 
might be wrong, but it was not the 
Amendment of the most rev. Pri- 
mate. The only difference between the 
Government and the most rev. 
Primate was on which side the presump- 
tion should lie. The Bill gave the pre- 
sumption that the girls should be em- 
ployed unless they were prohibited, 
whereas the Amendment of the most 
rev. Primate gave the presumption 
that they should not be employed unless 
they were specially exempted. That 
was the issue before the House. He 
had had experience in framing by-laws 
for a good many years, and was bound 
to say that the ordinary form was the 
one in which the Bill now stood. He 
also believed it to be the preferable form, 
and that it would be the more satis- 
factory of the two. The most rev. 
Primate and the noble Earl seemed to 
forget that some of the great evils which 
came from utterly unregulated forms of 
street trading, had so arisen because there 
had been no power of prohibiting these 
girls from street trading at any period of 
their lives. They were now going to pro- 
hibit it up to fourteen years, and surely 
it was a fair presumption to say that, if 
they did that, the girls would have passed 
the dangerous age for running about 
the streets touting for custom. That 
experiment was well worth trying, 
and it was extremely undesirable to 
go further and run the risk of defeating 
their object by over stringency. Different 
regulations were necessary for different 
places. For instance, in the case of the 
smaller towns where girls came in from 
the country under the immediate super- 
vision of their families, there was no case 
for interference at all. The Government 
had said that each popular'y elected body 
should, under the sanction of the Home 
Office or the Education Department, make 
the regulations most useful for their 
particular districts, and he hoped their 
Lordships would not reverse the decision 
that had been arrived at. 


Tue LORD BISHOP or ROCHESTER 
said the noble Lord had really stated a case 
for the Amendment. He had told them 


{LORDS} 
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that the effect of the Amendment would 
be not to prohibit entirely this practice, 
but to set up a strong presumption against 
it. That was exactly what the mass of 
instructed opinion outside the House was 
in favour of doing. Sir John Gorst had 
stated during the debate in the House of 
Commons that the overwhelming body of 
opinion, of those who knew, was in favour 
of total prohibition. He (The Bishop of 
Rochester) was glad that the noble Lord 
pointed out that the Amendment which 
was sent to the House of Commons from 
the Grand Committee was not by any 
means the sarze as that which had been 
submitted by the most rev. Primate. 
The Grand Committee passed a clause of 
total prohibition, and he thought they 
might fairly say that the independent 
opinion of the House of Commons was 
decidedly in favour of what they were 
urging. That was the clause which the 
Government rejected in the House of 
Commons, but the Amendment now pro- 
posed was very much milder in character, 
and he could not help thinking that if 
the noble Duke were able to apply in 
this matter, the same treatment that had 
been given to the details of the Irish 
Land Bill, they could very fairly have 
looked to him to meet them on this 
point. They had gone as far as they 
could towards meeting the objections of 
the Government, and had tried different 
forms of this Amendment. The present 
form did no more than to ask the House 
to throw out the presumption against this 
form of trading. He could not believe 
that local bodies were so servile in their 
respect for the opinion of Parliament 
that they would not venture to differ 
from that opinion. It was only a small 
thing for which they asked, but it would 
be of some real value for the purposes of 
morality, and he earnestly asked the 
Government whether upon further con- 
sideration they could not make any con- 
cession in the matter. 


On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” Their Lordships divided :— 
Contents, 46 ; Not-Contents, 14. 
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Rosse, E. Crawshaw, L. 





NOT-CONTENTS. 


Northbrook, E. 
Spencer, E. 
Stamford, E. 


Canterbury, L. Abp. 


Northumberland, D. 


Ripon, M. Rochester, L. 


Crewe, E. Orrery.) 

Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said , 
the next Amendments were entirely mat- | 
ters of machinery. 





Amendments moved— 

_ “In Clause 14, page 6, line 23, after the word 
‘jurisdiction’ to insert as a new sub-section the 
words ; ‘(3) Any fine or penalty under this Act 
shall be recoverable by imprisonment in terms 
of the Summary Jurisdiction Acts.’ In 
line 27, after the word ‘having’ to insert 
the words ‘within its boundary for police 
purposes.’ ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) | 
On Question, Amendments agreed to. | 


Lorp BELPER said he had been handed 
an Amendment which was not on the 
paper. It was merely a drafting Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment moved- - 
_ “In Clause 16, page 7, line 37, to leave out 
sub-section 1.” 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill read 3*, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Com. 
mons. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Second Report of the Select Committee 
considered (according to order), and 
agreed to. 


SHEEP SCAB BILL. 

Brought from the Commons. Read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* To- 
morrow.—(Zhe Earl of Onslow.) (No. 
212.) 


Hereford, L. Bp. 
p. 


Boyle, L. (E. 
[ Teller. ] 





Emly, L. 
Monteagle of Brandon, L. 
Ribblesdale, L. [Tedler.] 
Welby, L. 


Cork and 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
Read 1* ; 


Brought from the Commons. 


to be printed; and to be read 2* To- 
morrow. —(Zhe Lord 
Devonshire).) (No. 213.) 


President. (D. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES BILL [H.L.] 


Commons Amendments considered (on 


Motion) and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
past Seven o'clock, till To- 
morrow, a quarter-past Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 11th August, 1903. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 


The House went— and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal 
Assent to a number of Bills. [See 


page 789]. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE_ BILL 
BUSINESS. 





Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways Bill. Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agrecd to. 





&35 Returns, 
South Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway Bill [Lords] [not 


amended }, considered. 


Ordered, that Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, sal that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(T7he Chair- 
man of Ways and Means.) 


(King’s Consent signified,) Bill aceord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


Scottish Central Electric Power Bill 
[Lords]. Ordered, that, in the case of 
the Scottish Central Electric Power Bill 
{Lords}, Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, 
and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now taken into consideration, provided 
amended prints shall have been previously 
deposited. 

Bill, as amended, accordingly con- 
sidered. 


Ordered, that Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(The Chairman 
of Ways and Means.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments. 


Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Patriotic 
Fund Bill; Sugar Convention Bill ; 
Naval Works Bill; Post Office Sites 
Bill ; Ireland Development Grant Bill ; 
without Amendment. Airdrie and Coat- 
bridge Tramways Orders Confirmation 
Bill; Lerwick Harbour Improvements 
Act (1877) Amendment Order Confirma- 
tion Bill ; without Amendment. 


Ulster and Connaught Light Railways 
Bill ; with an Amendment. 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 
Bill (by Order). Lords Amendments con- 
sidered. Lords Amendment, in the 
Title, page 1, line 2, leave out “ Rail- 
ways,” and insert “a Railway,’ the first 
Amendment, read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.” 


Debate 
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Reports, de. 836 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N,), 
speaking on behalf of the Donegal 
County Council and the urban and 
rural districts, protested against the 
way in which the line, as originally 
proposed by the promoters, had been cut 
short by the Committee of the House 
of Lords. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHaM, Dover) expressed 
the hope, on the principle that half a 
loaf was better than no bread, that 
objection would not be taken at this 
stage to the Lords Amendments. At 
the same time, speaking on behalf of 
the Irish Government, he regretted 
that the Bill did not authorise the con- 
struction of the railway to Letterkenny, 
which would, undoubtedly, have been 
of enormous benefit to the fish industry 
of Donegal, and would have helped to 
give proper effect to the large sums of 
public money which had been spent at 
Burtonport and other places. But he 
hoped the promoters of the Bill, having 
so good a case, would resume their 
efforts on a future occasion. 








arising. 





Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., S.) con- 
curred in the views expressed by Mr. 
O’Doherty and the Chief Secretary. 


And it being after a quarter past Two 
of the Clock, the proceedings on con- 
sideration of the Lords Amendments 
were postponed, by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 

PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION ACT, 1902. 


Petition from Loughborough, for re- 
peal ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRAMWAY ORDERS. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade of their Proceedings 
under The Tramways Act, 1870, during 
the session of 1903 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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Returns, 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Copy presented, of Returns of Acci- 
dents and Casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several Railway 
Companies in the United Kingdom 
during the six months ending 30th 
June, 1903, together with Reports of 
the Inspecting Officers of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon 
certain Accidents which were inquired 
into [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Copy presented, of Return, in pursu- 
ance of Section 4 of The Regulation of 
Railways Act, 1889, of Railway Servants 
of certain classes who were on one or 
more occasions during the month of 
December, 1902, on duty on the railways 
of the United Kingdom for more than 
twelve hours at a time; or who, after 
being on duty more than twelve hours, 
were allowed to resume work with less 
than nine hours rest [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN IMPORT DUTIES. 
Copy presented, of Statement of the 
Rates of Import Duties levied in Euro- 
pean Countries, in the United States, in 
Japan, and in China, upon the Produce 
and Manufactures of the United Kingdom 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS. 


Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade of their Proceedings 
under The Gas and Water Works Facili- 
ties Act, 1870, during the session of 
Lee [by Command]; to lie upon the 

able. 


EXPORTS (WOOLLEN AND COTTON 
GOODS AND CUTLERY). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd July ; Colonel Denny]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 327.] 


TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED 
KINGDOM, CANADA, AND GERMANY. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 24th June; Mr. Lodev]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
328. ] 
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R eports, de. 838 


PREFERENTIAL TRADE, 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 2nd July ; Sir Edgar Vincent) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and te be printed. 
[No. 329.] 

GAS UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 1st May; Mr. Bonar Law|; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 330.] 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS. 

Return pre-ented, relative thereto 
[ordered Ist May; Mr. Bonar Law]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 331.] 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 


Copy presented, of Accounts of the 
Metropotitan Gas Companies for the 
year 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 332.] 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Copy presented, of Report by the Board 
of Trade of their proceedings under the 
Railway Regulation Act, 1893, during 
the year ended 27th July, 1903 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 333. ] 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade on their Proceedings and 
Business under the Weights and Measures 


Acts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 334.] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Report for the 
year 1902 on the Museums, Colleges, 
and Institutions under the administration 
of the Board of Education [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of General Reports on 
Higher Education, with Appendices for 
the year 1902 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BUARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Return showing 
the Number of Persons on the Teachers’ 
Register under Regulation 52 (a) of the 
Teachers’ Registration Regulations 1903. 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Statement of | 
Schemes for the Formation of Education | 
Committees, approved by the Board of 
Education, during the month of July 
1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the | 
Table. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION ROYAL | 
COMMISSION. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
‘Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the subject of Alien Immigration, with 
Minutes of Evidence and Appendix. 
Vol I. Report [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


| 


SUPERANNUTION (CIVIL SERVICE) 
(ROYAL COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
‘Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the subject of Superannuation in the 
Civil Service, with Minutes of Evidence, 
Appendices, and Index [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 

Copy’ presented, of Criminal and 
Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the 
year 1902. Part I. Criminal Statistics | 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


PAWNBROKERS’ RETURNS (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Returns from the 
City Marshal of Dublin for the year 
ended 31st December, 1902 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC WORKS (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Seventy-first 
Annual Report of the Commissioners 
oi Public Works in Ireland, with Appen- | 
dices, for the year ending 31st March, 
1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE 
OF LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 1891). 

£ Copy presented, of Return of Advances 

under the Act during the year ended 

31st March, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon 

the Table, and to be printed. [No. 335.] 


RUSSIA (No. 1, 1903). 


Copy presented, of Despatch froin His 
Majesty’e Consul-General at Odessa, 
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forwarding a Report on the Riots at 
Kishiniev [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3052 to 3055 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (AGRICULTURAL BANKS), 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee on the Establishment of Co- 
operative Credit Societies in India |by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House. 


CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS 
(LONDON). 
Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis 
Stevenson] ; to be printed. [No. 336.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRUULATED WITH THE VOTES 


Disposal of Sewage from Walmer 
Marine Barracks. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if the 
Admiralty intend that the sewage from 
the marine barracks and the hospital at 
Walmer shall continue to be discharged 
crude into the sea unless the Walmer 
District Council establishes an improved 
sewage system ; and will he explain why 
the Admiralty have refused to bear the 
cost of relaying the drain pipes on its 
own property. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The posi- 


| tion as between the Admiralty and the 
Deal Council is 


as follows: The Ad- 
miralty look to the council, as the sanitary 
authority within whose district the 
marine barracks are situated, to provide 
an efficient drainage system, and until 
that is done the Admiralty drainage must 
of necessity go into the sea as hitherto. 
The refusal of the Admiralty to bear the 
cost of relaying the barrack drains is due 


| to this work being rendered necessary 


solely through the omission of the council 
to make proper provision in their drainage 
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scheme for dealing with the Admiralty 
property. The council have been re- 
peatedly urged to revise their scheme in 
such a way that it will take the sewage 
from the Admiralty property without the 
necessity of relaying the drains, the cost 
of which they at present wish to put up- 
on the shoulders of the Admiralty. The 
Admiralty have endeavoured to meet the 
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council in a generous spirit, and have | 
offered to relieve them of a portion of the | 


expenditure to the extent of £1,450, 
ineluding £500 for re-connecting the house 
drains, provided the council will bear the 


remainder, via. the cost of relaying the _he will say if such instructions have been 


main barrack drains, estimated at £1,600. 


Prize Firing on H.M.S. ‘‘ Highflyer.” 


Mr. HARMSWORTH = (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Secretary to the 


842 
(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
reports on the recent Mediterranean long 


range firing have not yet been received at 
the Admiralty. 


(Juestions. 


Legal Proceedings against the Irish 
Inland Revenue Office. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the statement of Judge Gibson that 
the Inland Revenue Department have 
always insisted that they were outside 
the judicature rules ; and, if so, whether 


| issued tothe Irish Inland Revenue Office ; 
/and whether in future income tax payers 


in Ireland will have the same facilities 


‘in legal proceedings as taxpayers in 
| Great Britain. s 


Admiralty whether he will explain why | 
prize firing was not carried out during | 


the current year on H.M.S. “ Highflyer,” 


which is the flagship of the admiral com. | the 
| which I presume the hon. Member refers, 


manding on the East Indian Station. 


(Answered ly Mr.  Arnold-Forster.) 
Prize firing was last carried out by 
H.M.S. “ Highflyer ” on the 24th and 25th 
September, 1902. No special report has 
been received as to the reasons for prize 
tiring not having been carried out up to the 


probable that there has been no con- 
venient opportunity, the vessel being 
under orders to return home. I may acd 
that the “ Highflyer” has expended the 
full practice allowance of ammunition on 
other firings, and has lately carried out 
some very instructive exercises in the 
shape of long range firing, with regard 
to which useful and interesting reports 
have been forwarded to the Admiralty. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) I have seen 
a newspaper report of the recent case of 
the Attorney-General +. Humphrys, to 


but I am informed that it does not give 
an accurate account of Mr. Justice 
Gibson’s remarks. The procedure in 
revenue cases in Ireland is regulated by 
the “Rules of the Supreme Court (Ire- 
land), 1900 (Revenue), made by the Lord- 
Lieutenant on the recommendation of 


; the the Judges of the Supreme Court, of 
present date in the current year, but it is | 


whom Mr. Justice Gibson was one, and 
the Rules are signed by him. If any 
change is desired in the procedure, it is 
open to the Judges to make new Rules. 
It is not considered that income tax payers 
in Ireland are at any disadvantage as 


| regards legal proceedings, as compared 
| with taxpayers in Great Britain. 


Long Range ratng od Se Mediterranean | 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the contest for the trophy for long range 
firing in the Mediterranean Fleet has 
shown that only 135 hits were scored out 


of 962 rounds with the six-inch gun; 


and whether any report has been received 
by the Admiralty explaining the fact 
that only 14 per cent. of hits were made. 


Postal Order Business in England and 
Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he will give the 
rispective amounts of issues and pay- 
ments of postal orders during each of 
the last ten years in Ireland and England 
respectively ; also the amount expended 
for each of those years on the upkeep of 
the postal order branch in London, as 
distinct from the amount expended in 
connection with postal order work in 
the Accountant’s Office, Dublin, and the 
Office of the Controller and Accountant- 
General, London. 
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Questions. 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | of the last ten years in Ireland and 
The respective amounts of issues and| England (including Wales) were as 
payments of postal orders during each | follows :— 











England (and Wales). Ireland. 
Financial Year. wits 
Issues. Payments. Issues. Payments. 
£ £ £ £ 

ee. ek. te SG 19,183,000 19,637,000 1,031,000 , 966,000 
1894-5. - : » oR ‘ 20,019,000 20,464,000 1,086,000 | 1,015,000 
OO ——_— a aa 21,000,000 21,537,000 1,131,000 | — 1,058,000 
1896-7 - - - - . | 21,784,000 | 22,386,000 1,166,000 | 1,091,000 
MIG - - - + 22,791,000 23,402,000 1,219,000 | 1,161,000 
un ae 23,815,000 24,480,000 1,260,000 | 1,228,000 
1899-1900 - - . . 25,036,000 25,815,000 1,302,000 | 1,297,000 
1900-1901 - - =. . 26,075,000 27,103,000 1,376,000 | 1,403,000 
Se 27,100,000 28,615,000 1,404,000 1,442,000 
1902-3 - - - - - 27,985,000 29,315,000 1,448,000 1,429,000 














It is not possible to give the details 
asked for in the second part of the 
Question, but the total cost of clerical 
work in the Post Office in connection 
with postal orders (account work ex- 
cluded) was about £44,000 a year for 
the old issue of fourteen denominations. 


Decentralisation of the Post Office 
Savings Bank. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, whether, in view of the fact 
that the decentralisation of the War 
Office, with branches in Dublin, Alder- 
shot, and other places, has led to greater 
administrative convenience and economy 
than when all the War Office accounts of 
the United Kingdom were kept at one 
central institution in London, he will 
explain in what way the decentralisation 
of the Post Office Savings Bank, with a 
branch in Dublin for Irish depositors, 
would lead to lesser administrative con- 
venience and economy. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
As regards the advantages of centralising 
the business of the Post Office Savings 
Bank in London, I must refer the hon. 
Member to the replies which were given to 
him on the 30th June{ and the 14th 
ultimo.; As regards the general question 
of decentralisation, the circumstances of 
the War Office and the Savings Bank are 
not the same, but much of the other work 





+ See (4) Debates, exxiv., 927. 
t See (4) Debates, cxxv., 582. 








of the Post Office might well be decen- 
tralised if Members of this House did not 
so frequently insist upon the personal 
intervention of the Postmaster-General in 
matters of detail. 


British Cemetery at Corfu. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) : To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has any further in- 
formation as to the proposed acquisition 
by the local authorities of Corfu of the 
old British naval and military burying 
ground. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) No 
further information has been received on 
this subject since my answer to the hon. 
Member for Wakefield on 17th June, to 
which I beg to refer my hon. and gallant 
friend. + 


Disturbances at Kishiniev—Report of 
Consul-General at Odessa. 

Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether a Report has been re- 
ceived from His Majesty's Consul- 
General at Odessa on the recent dis- 
turbances at Kishiniev, and the measures 
taken for punishing the rioters ; and, if 
so, when it will be in the hands of Mem- 
bers. 





+ See (4) Debates, exxiii., 1159. 
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Report has been received, and will be in 
the hands of Members to-morrow. 


New Russo-German Commercial Treaty-- 
Trusts and Syndicates. 


Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- | 


thamstow): To ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he can 
give the particulars of the paragraph in 
the new Russo-German commercial treaty, 
relating to cartels, trusts, and syndicates, 
which the Russian Finance Minister has 
arranged shall be included in the com- 
mercial treaty. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) His 
Majesty’s Government are in possession 
of no information as to the commercial 
negotiations now proceeding between the 
Russian and German Governments. 


Post Office and Wireless Telegraphy. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether, before con- 
cluding an agreement with the Marconi 
Company for wireless telegraphy, any, 
and, if so, what, inquiry was made into 
the merits of other systems of wireless 
telegraphy ; and, if so, will he state what 
reports were made as to their efficiency 
and economy ; and whether any facilities 
were given to competitors with Marconi. 


(Answered ly Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have not yet concluded any agreement 
with the Marconi Company, but I may 
perhaps say with reference to ‘the hon. 
Member’s Question, that other systems of 
wireless telegraphy have been under trial 
or examination by the Post Office, and 
reports made upon them. It would not, 
however, be desirable that such reports 
should be disclosed. 


Postal Facilities at Rhosneigr. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that the last collection of letters at 
Rhosneigr takes place as early as 
5.10 p.m. ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that the mail train does not pass 


Tyecroes station until 8.20, he will make | 


arrangements to extend the time for 
posting letters. 


{11 AuGust 1903} 
(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The | 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Question whether a later despatch 
| of letters from Rhosneigr can be afforded 
| is now under consideration. 


| 


(Juestions. 


India—Berars Surplus Revenue. 


| Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention 
has been drawn to alleged errors in the 
calculations upon which the annual sum 
of twenty-five lakhs, as representing the 
surplus revenue of the Berars, is paid to 
His Highness the Nizam of Hyderabad 
under the agreement of December, 1902, 
and to the fact that, according to the 
Berars Administration Report of 1901-2, 
the surplus revenue of this district is 
estimated at over fifty lakhs ; and, if so, 
whether he will refer these accounts for 
revision to an independent arbitrator ; 
and whether the joint reports of Colonel 
Fordyce and Mr. Brunyate (made in 
1900) will be presented to Parliament, 
together with the essential portions of 
the correspondence and State papers 
referred to in paragraphs 4 and 5 of the 
Despatch of the Secretary of State for 
India, dated the 28th of March 1878, 
dealing with this subject. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord 
Hamiiton.) Iam not aware of any errors 
in the calculations connected with the 
fixing of the perpetual rent of twenty- 
five lakhs to be paid to the Nizam under 
the agreement of the 5th November, 
1902, relating to the Assigned Districts. 
The Administration Report of the 
Districts for 1901-2 shows a surplus of 
thirty-one lakhs, as against a deficit in 
the previous year, the improvement 
being caused by the cessation of drought 
and the collection of arrears of land 
revenue. I see no reason to refer these 
accounts to an independent arbitrator, 
or to lay on the Table the Reports 
mentioned by the hon. Member and the 
Papers referred to in the Despatch of 
the 28th March, 1878. 


Y 
George 


Charges on Indian Revenue for Military 
Works. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
| Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
| State for India if he will state what were 
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the annual average net charges on the 
Indian Revenues for the Army for Mili- 
tary Works, and for Special Defence 
Works, in the periods 1863-1872, 1873- 
1882, 1883-1892, and 1893-1902, with 


Questions. 
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the corresponding figures for the year 
1902-3, and the Estimates for 1903-4. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 











Average annual net Expenditure on 
Period. NE 
Army, Military Works. | Special Defence 
£ £ £ 
1862-3 to 1871-2. - - : 10,865.989 801,097 Nil. 
(gross)* 
1872-3 to 1881-2 - : - 12,023,224 737,022 Nil. 
1882-3 to 1891-2 12,894,742 687,382 229,584 
1892-3 to 1901-2. - - - 15,016,932 761,835 77,258 
1902-3 (Revised Estimate) - 16,234,900 1,044,500 Nil. 
1903-4 (Budget) 16,652,300 1,009,700 120,000 














* Receipts under this head not shown separately in the Accounts for this decade. 


Charge on Indian Revenue for Delhi 
Durbar. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he will state what has been the total 
charge on the revenues of India, imperial 
and provincial, for the Delhi Durbar. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) Information on the subject 
has already been laid before Parliament 
in paragraphs 138 to 140 of the Financial 
Statement for 1903--4, and on page 14 of 
Command Paper 1644 (Account of the 
Durbar held at Delhi). I have no later 
figures. 


Increase of British Troops in India. 


Mr. BUCHANAN : To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether any 
request has been received from the Gov- 
ernment of India in the course of the 
past year for an increase of the perman- 
ent British force in India. 


(Answered ly Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) In reply to this Question I 
can only say that the question of the 
adequacy of the present strength of the 
British force in India has been and still is 
under consideration of myself and of the 
Government of India. 








Workmens Compensation Act. 

Mr. CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow- 
in-Furness) : To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been directed to accidents to work- 
men in or near buildings of less than 30 
feet in height for which, under the 
Employers Liability Act, they or their 
families are not entitled to compensation 
in case of injury or death, and to the fact 
that at Leeds lately a working painter 
fell 28 feet 6 inches and was killed, and 
his family received no compensation 
because the building was not 30 feet 
high ; and, if so, whether he can see his 
way to introduce legislation to amend 
the Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) My 
right hon. friend has asked me to 
answer this Question. I presume that 
the hon. Member intends to refer 
to The Workmens Compensation Act, 
1897, as there is no 30 feet limit with 
reference to the provisions of the 
Employers Liability Act. I am aware 
that under this limit, as fixed by the for- 
mer Act in regard to accidents in the 
course of building operations, cases such 
as that saan in the Question must 
occur ; and it has been stated more than 
once by myself and my predecessors that 
this is a point which must receive atten- 
tion in connection with the Amendment 
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849 Questions. 


of the Act which the Government have 
under consideration. : 


Safety of Hansom Cabs. 


{11 August 1903} 


Questions. 850 
! 


| Lead Poisoning Rules—Final Award. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask t he 


‘ 


| Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


Mr. CHARLES CAYZER: To ask the | ent if he is in a position to state when 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 
ment, whether his attention has been | 
directed to an accident on Sunday, 26th | 
July, to a hansom cab in Piccadilly, when | 
the driver and a lady on the footpath | 
were killed and another person was | 
injured ; and, if so, can he state the cause | 
of the accident, and whether the position 
of the driver enabled him to have control | 
over the horse ; and whether he can now 
state the result of the experiments which 
the Commissioner of Police has been 
making with the view of securing the 
safety of passengers in cabs. 


(Answered by Mr. 


Secretary 


Douglas.) The circumstances of this 
accident were investigated by the 


coroner’s jury, who found a verdict of 
“ Accidental death, owing to the horse in 
the cab having taken fright from a cause 
unknown.” The driver is reported to 
have been in his proper position, and to_ 
have done his best to check the horse, 

which was, however, beyond control. As 

regards the last part of the Question, I do 

not think I can add anything to the | 
Answer which I gave the hon. Member 

on the 28th July.t 


Remuneration of Witnesses in Criminal 
Cases. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby ): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he has considered the Report of the De- 
partmental Committee on the remunera 
tion of witnesses in criminal cases; and, 
if so, whether he proposes to take any 
steps to carry out its suggestions at an 
early date. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) The Report of this Committee is 
now under my consideration, and I hope 
to be able shortly to make an Order, 
under 14 and 15 Vic., ¢. 55, s. 5, giving 
effect to the principal recommendations 
of the Committee. 





+ See (4) Debates, exxvi., 540, 


| 


Akers 


the final award in respect of the lead 
poisoning rules will be published. 


(Answered by 


Mr. Secretary qAkers 
Douglas.) 


As the right hon Baronet is 


| aware, the formal arbitration upon the 


ead poisoning rules has been closed, and 
it was hoped that the new rules would 
have been promptly published. In view, 
| however, of the fact that a scheme of 
\insurance which was contemplated is 
somewhat detailed the Umpire gave an 
undertaking that the persons interested 
| should have an opportunity of consider- 
|ing, before it came into operation, the 
probable effect of the scheme. Unfor- 
tunately a difficulty has arisen in respect 
of a meeting for the purposes of such 
| consideration, but the Umpire, notwith- 
_standing the approach of the recess, 
will press the matter on as strenuously 


_as possible. 


Suggested ee of Poor Relief 
ct. 

Lorp EDMUND TALBOT (Sussex, 
| Chichester) : To ask the President of the 
| Local Government Board whether he will 
| consider the advisability of amending the 
| Poor Relief Act, 13 and 14 Vic, c. 101, 
| s. 4, by an alteration of the words, “in or 
|mear the union,” to remove doubt as 
to whether justices near the place where 
| the children are, can receive the declara- 
| tion referred to, and thus remove the 
'doubt now existing as to whether these 
| words may be taken as directory and not 


| mandatory. 


t 

| (Answered by Mr Walter Long.) I am 
| advised that the provision referred to 
may be regarded as directory and not 
/mandatory, though of course the ques- 
_tion is not one,which I am empowered 
to decide. I could not promise to intro- 
_ duce legislation to remove any doubt on 
| the subject, but the point shall receive 
| my consideration, 





$51 
Victoria and Albert Museum—Exhibition 
of Collections. 

Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether any decision has 
been arrived at as to the plans of the 
Victoria and Albert Museum so far as 
regards the arrangements for art and 
the exhibition of the collections. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board of Education have decided, with 
the approval of the First Commissioner 
of Works, that it would be desirable to 
revert to the original plans for the 
exhibition of the art collections. The 
matter awaits the consideration of the 
Treasury. 


Covering over Shrine in Westminster 
Abbey. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
‘To ask the hon. Member for West 
Derbyshire, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, why the cover- 
ing which was put over the Shrine of 
King Edward the Confessor in West- 
minster Abbey at the time of the 
Coronation has not been removed. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The covering referred to was, the First 
Commissioner understands, put up by 
the officers of the Dean and Chapter, 
and the Office of Works have no control 
over it. 


Evictions in County Carlow. 


*3Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what has been the 
number of tenants formerly resident in 
Carlow County who have been evicted 
from their holdings during the period 
from 1878 to the present time; and if 
he can furnish the names and addresses 
of said tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) A Return 
was recently circulated showing, by 
counties, the number of tenants evicted 
in Ireland within the past twenty-five 
years (H.C. No. 125, of 1903). I am 
inquiring whether it is practicable to 
give a nominal Return on the same 
subject. 


{COMMONS} 
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Irish National School Teachers’ Pensions, 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E,): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
what is the maximum number of years’ 
service required from a second class male 
teacher to entitle him to full pension, and 
what is the amount of said pension per 
annum ; and what is the provision made 
for such a teacher in case of retirement 
through ill-health before full service is 
rendered. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) A second 
class male teacher of a national school 
who elected to pay premiums in Class A 
must give forty years service after the 
age of twenty-one to entitle him to the 
maximum pension of his class, £46 a 
year. In theevent of retirement through 
ill-health before full service is rendered 
he might, if between the ages of thirty- 
five and fifty-five, receive a disablement 
grant under the terms of Pension Rule 
10. If fifty-five years of age or upwards 
he could claim a voluntary pension, the 
amount of which would depend on his 
age and service at the time of his retire- 
ment. 


Report of Commission on Dysentery. 


Sirk MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the Commission 
appointed in South Africa to inquire into 
the causation and prevention of dysentery 
in armies in the field have made their 
Report ; and, if so, whether he is willing 
to lay it upon the Table. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Report was circulated to Members 
on the &th instant. 


Porthcawl Rifle Range. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware, with regard to the 
proposed abandonment of the proposed 
new rifle range at Porthcawl, that th 
Urban District Council has expended a 
sum of £1,000 upon an alteration of the 
local drainage outlet, made necessary for 
the sake of the proposed new range ; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he is 
prepared to refund to the Urban District 
Council the amount of their outlay. 
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853 Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) It 
has been decided to proceed with the 
construction of this range. 


September Army Manceuvres—Cost. 

Mr. FULLER: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War what is the estimated 
cost of the proposed manceuvres in 
September ; and whether he can state 
the details of the two forces which, for 
the purposes of the manceuvres, will 
constitute respectively the lst and 2nd 
Army Corps. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
£130,000 has been taken in Estimates 
to cover the cost of these manceuvres. 
The numbers and composition of the 
forces will not be published before the 
manceuvres begin. 


South African War—Honorary Rank for 
Volunteer Officers—Right to wear the 
Uniform. 

Mr. SHAW (Stafford): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he 
will state what is the meaning of the 
War Office Order, in reference to uni- 
form, that for services in South Africa 
officers of Volunteers were given hono- 
rary rank in the Army, with permission 
to wear the uniform of their company, 
corps, or battery, as the case may be, 
seeing that officers of Volunteer corps 
who have acquired this distinction, and 
are now again serving with their Volun- 
teer corps, having provided themselves 
with the uniform of the Line battalion 
to which they are affiliated, and with 
which they served in South Africa, have 
been informed that they have no right 
to wear such uniform, but only the right 
to wear the uniform worn in South 
Africa, although such uniform however, 
being a special service uniform of khaki, 
is one which officers on Home service, 
and especially those serving with Volun- 
teer battalions, have no opportunity of 
wearing. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Volunteer officers who were attached 
to Regular battalions in South Africa 
and granted honorary Army rank are 
entitled to wear the uniform they served 
in when in South Africa, but it was 
not contemplated they would desire to 
purchase the full or mess dress of the 
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Regular battalion. The Question will 
receive further consideration. 


Questions, 


Grants to Militia Regiments for Bands. 
Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Secre 
tary of State for War whether he will 
consider the advisability of increasing 
the grant to Militia regiments, so as to 
enable them to be supplied with at 
least a drum and fife band at their 
depots, seeing that at these centres 
there is no military music available. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
No representations to this effect have 
been made by any corps, and I should 
not be justified in proposing an increase 
of the grant towards band expenses, and 
thereby throwing fresh expenditure upon 
the public funds, without strong reasons. 


Busbies for Militia Fusilier Regiments. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if he will explain 
why the Militia Fusilier Regiments are 
not supplied with busbies, seeing that on 
the visit of the King to Derry last month 
the officers of the 3rd and 5th Battalions 
Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers, which 
formed part of the guard of honour, were 
obliged to hire the busbies for their men 
from a London dealer, who is in the 
habit of buying the left-off busbies of 
Fusilier Line Regiments, and who resells 
or hires them to Militia regiments. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Militia Fusilier Regiments are not sup- 
plied with full dress head-dress owing to 
the heavy expense involved. Nothing 
is known of the hiring mentioned. 


Rights of Discharged Non-Commissioned 
Officers to Wear Uniform. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will cause inquiries to be made into the 
case of F. Edmed, formerly a sergeant 
instructor in the Royal Welsh Fusiliers, 
as to whether, by wearing the King’s 
uniform, he was enabled to get credit 
from and defraud certain tradesmen in 
Rhosllanerchrugog, North Wales, and as 
to whether he was on retirement or dis- 
charge from the Army specially recom 
mended by his commanding officer to 
wear his uniform; and, if not, what 


2G 
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steps he proposes to take to prevent 
such conduct in the future. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
This is a case in which I think any action 
which may be considered necessary may 
safely be left to the discretion of the 
General Officer commanding the district 
concerned. 


Deportation of British Subjects on the 
Island of Tristan d’Acunha. 


Mr. FULLER: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he will 
communicate to Lord Milner and the 
Colonial Governments in South Africa the 
wish of the British subjects in the 
Island of Tristan d’Acunha that they 
should be deported to South Africa ; 
and further, if no objection is taken to 
such deportation, whether he will confer 
with the Admiralty and the Treasury as 
to the necessary steps for carrying it 
into effect. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
I have communicated with the Governor 
of Cape Colony on the subject, but I 
fear that in any case no definite arrange 
ments could be come to for some time. 


Controller and Auditor-General—Amount 
Audited—Cost of Auditing Irish 
Public Accounts. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury what is the total amount 
audited by the Controller and Auditor- 
General during each of the past ten years 
for Ireland and England respectively ; 
and what is the actual or approximate 
cost during each of those ten years for 
auditing the Irish public accounts. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Elliot.) The 
approximate cost during each of the last 
ten years of auditing the Irish public 
accounts is as follows :—Estimated cost, 
1892-3 £7,128, 1893-4 £7,478, 1894-5 
£8,051, 1895-6 £8,505, 1896-7 £9,182, 
1897-8 £9,538, 1898-9 £9,200, 1899-1900 
£8,882, 1900-1901 £9,161, 1901-2 
£9,928. The above sums are inclusive 
of non-effective charges, works, rates, 
postage, and stationery, etc. It is im- 


possible to give the hon. Member the 
— for which he asks in the first half 
of his Question, but I would refer him to 
the annual Financial Relations Return. 
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Money Expended on Museums, Art 
Galleries, etc., in Scotland and Ireland. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) ; 
To ask the Seeretary to the Treasury 
if he can state the total amount of 
money, including sums provided from 
local sources, expended on buildings for 
national museums, libraries, and art 
galleries in Scotland and __ Ireland 
respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) The follow- 
ing are the figures, so far as I have 
been able to ascertain them :—Edin- 
burgh: National Gallery and Royal 
Institution—£33,620 from public funds, 
£20,430 spent by the Board of Manu- 
factures; the site was given by the 
City of Edinburgh. Museum of Anti- 
quities and National Portrait Gallery— 
From public funds, £24,286 ; Board of 
Manufactures, £2,500; (rom private 
sources, £30,900 ; Museum of Science 
and Art—From public funds, £97,395 
(exclusive of cost of widening Chambers 
Street, which was carried out by the City 
Council of Edinburgh at a cost of 
£51,000). Dublin: Science and Art 
Museum and National Library—From 
public funds, £219,031. Iam unable to 
state the original cost of the Natural 
History Museum prior to its transfer to 
the Board of Works in 1868; National 
Gallery—From public funds, £47,306 ; 
from Dargan Trustees, £5,000. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Illegal Arrest for Desertion—Potter's case 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for South 
Donegal, | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been directed to the observations of the 
magistrate in the Southwark Police 
Court in the case of Henry Potter, a 
carman charged with desertion from the 
16th Lancers, stationed at Ballincollig, 
Ireland, who was not a soldier of that 
regiment but a Reservist, the holder, 
with five clasps, of the South African 
medal, and a repeated applicant at the 
War Office for a sum of £50 due to him 
for reserved pay, upon the neglect of 
the War Office authorities in wrongly 
arresting this man; and, if so, will he 
say what steps the War Office intend to 
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Questions. 858 
Liberian Wreckers. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 

*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10} whether his attention has been drawn 
rHE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, | to the conduct of subjects of the Republic 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I regret to} of Liberia in forcibly boarding, looting, 
say that a serious error was committed | and interfering with the salvage of 
in this case. The miltary authorities|the British steamer “ Haussa,” which 
inform me that the chief paymaster, | went ashore on the 8th June at Garaway, 
Home District, overlooked the fact of| Liberia; and, if so, whether he has 
this man having reported himself on| made any representations to the Liberian 
transfer to the Reserve, and he was! Government on the subject. 
accordingly arrested by the police. On 
investigation he was immediately released. Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
No application had been received at the | [ORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
War Office for the money in question, BaLFrour, Manchester, E., for Lord 
which was mainly due on a savings CRANBORNE): My attention was drawn 
bank account which had not been to this case by the owners, and the 
transmitted by his regiment from South Acting British Consul at Monrovia was 
Africa. His reserve pay and his savings | instructed by telegraph that if the 
bank balance have been paid. His/ ajjeged plundering of the ship was true, 
claim to deferred pay is being investi-| he was to remind the Liberian Govern- 
gated. The officer to blame carried .°1) ment of their treaty obligations in 
an exceptionally arduous charge during regard to wrecks. But before this 
the War with great success, but the |telesram reached the Acting Consul he 
failure in this instance is none the less | had. on information received from the 
regrettable. | Sierra Leone Coaling Company, already 

| communicated with the Liberian Govern- 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the} ment, and the Liberian Secretary of 
man get any compensation for this illegal | State had ordered the superintendent 
arrest ? 'at Cape Palmas to give Lloyd’s agent 
absolute control over the hull and the 
| Cargo. 
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take in this matter, and what explana- 
tion, if any, has he to make for this 
occurrence. 





Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


dee | Cattle Shipments from Boston. 
Army Entrance Examinations. 
if Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: I beg to 


. Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, | ask the hon. Member for North Hunts, as 
Fareham): I beg to ask the Secretary | representing the President of the Board of 
of State for War whether the Board | Agriculture, whetherthe Board have been 
appointed to advise the Inspector General | notified of the removal by the United 
of Military Education have yet recom- | States Government on 20th July last of 
mended a syllabus for use at examina- | the embargo on the shipment of cattle 








tions for entrance to the Army; if so, 
will he state what action he proposes 
to take on their recommendation, and 
when the new regulations governing 
future examinations will be made 
public. 


*Lorpv STANLEY: The Advisory 
Board have recommended a syllabus 
which will shortly be issued. 1 know 
the importance of getting this out 
before the beginning of the school term, 





and I willdo my best to hurry on the 
publication. 


from Boston, the New England States 
having been declared free from disease ; 
and, if so, why the prohibition at 
present existing against the importation 
into this country for slaughter of cattl 
shipped at Boston is still maintained ; 
me when its removal may be expected, 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting 
donshire, Ramsey): We have received 
a copy of the Order issued by the 
United States Government withdraw- 
ing, as from the 20th ult., the pro- 
hibition against the exportation of 
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animals from Boston. The informa-{ Mr. LAMBERT asked what were the- 


tion communicated to us by that | new arrangements. 


Government as to the history of) 

the recent outbreaks of foot-and-mouth, Sir WILLIAM ANSON: They are 
disease, and the reasons which have led | incomplete as yet. 

to the conclusion that the disease has | 

been completely extirpated, is, however, | Donegal Magistracy. 

not as yet sufficient to justify my noble) \fr PATRICK O'BRIEN: On be- 
friend in concluding that all danger of | half of the hon. Member for South 
its introduction into the United King- | Donegal I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
dom is at an end. I have made 9 the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what 
inquiry as to when the further infor-| is the cause of the delay in the appoint- 
mation required is to be expected, and 1 ment of a local magistrate for the parish 
understand that a detailed despatch on | of Killaghtie ; and whether, seeing that 


Questions. 





the subject may be expected at any | on Monday the 3rd August a lunatic in 


moment. It will receive consideration 
immediately it comes to hand. We are 
well aware of the importance of the sub- 
ject so far as shipowners are concerned. 


Board of Bducation—Consulting 
Architect. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire,  S. 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education what 


length of time Mr. Robson has served | 


as consulting architect to the Board 
of Education ; 
ceived notice that his services will 


be terminated on the 30th Septem-| 


ber ; is such notice due to his incompe- 
tence ; if not, what is the reason for it ; 
and whether, in view of appeals permitted 
by the Education Act to be made by the 


denominational managers to the Board | 


of Education, he will take steps to secure 
that the highest expert assistance shall 
continue to be at the service of the 


Board. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or EDUCA- 


TION (Sir Witt1am Awnson, Oxford | 


University): Mr. Robson has _ been 
engaged for eighteen and a half years 


as consulting architect to the Board | 


of Education. 


Robson is involved. The Board of 


Education are making new arrangements | 


to meet new conditions, and will, of 
course, take care that they are now 
properly provided with expert assistance 
in the matters to which the Question 
refers. 


whether he has re- 


His engagement will | 
terminate on 30th September. No) 
question of the competency of Mr. | 


| the Dunkineely district had to be taken 
| over five miles to Killybegstown, owing. 
_to the want of a local magistrate in 
| Killaghtie, this state of things will be 
| immediately rectified. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
_LAND (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): No 
representation appears to have been 
made to the Lord Chancellor as to the 

necessity for additional magistrates in 
this district. Inquiry is being made in 
the matter, however. 


St. John’s Point. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for South Donegal, 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
explain why the Congested Districts 
Board have delayed the splitting up into 
suitable holdings of the grass farms. 
purchased two years ago for the fisher- 

‘men of St. John’s Point, who at present 
| have no land; and whether the neces- 
sary steps for this purpose will be 
immediately taken. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Congested 
| Districts Board is not responsible for the 
| delay that has occurred. The tenants on 
|the estate and in the neighbourhood 
refused to give their labour in the erection 
of boundary fences for the new holdings 
at the wages offered by the Board (2s. 6d. 
a day for able bodied men). Another 
effort to resume work will be made in 
| October. 


Royal Irish Constabulary. 
Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
of a circular issued from the office of the | 
Inspector-General of the Royal Irish | 
Constabulary, dated 20th July, 1903, 
which forbids the medical attendants of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary calling in 
consultation any other medical man or | 
specialist under any circumstances ; and, 
if so, will he cause the instant withdrawal | 
of the circular. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The circular merely 
recited a rule which has been in operation 
for upwards of thirty years. The rule in 
no way prevents sick members of the 
force from employing medical men other 
than the police medical attendants. 
merely points out that such medical 
assistance cannot be paid forfrom public 
iunds. It is not proposed to withdraw 


the circular. | 


Dr. THOMPSON : Then, in the event 
of a constable suffering from a severe 
surgical illness he is expected, should a 
specialist be called in, to pay the fees out 
of his own pocket. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They cannot be, 
paid out of public funds. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): But 
the man can be treated at the hospital 
at the ratepayers’ expense. 


Corglass and Connakelly Estates. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
fresh proposals have been made to the 
Land Commission for the purchase of 
the Corglass and Connakelly properties, 
the owners of which are willing to sell 
to the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no pro- 
ceedings pending in the Land Commission 
for the sale of the lands in question. In 
accordance with the undertaking given 
by me to the hon. Member on a former 
occasiont, I referred the matter to the 
Land Judge. He interrogated the 
solicitor having carriage of the sale on 
the 9th July, and was satisfied that the 
solicitor was not responsible for any 
delay. There appears to have been a_ 





t See (4) Debates, exxiii., 1179. 
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| difficulty with one of the owners in pro- 


It 
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curing the lodgment of deeds to prove 
title. The Land Judge will have the 


matter before him again after the 
vacation. 


County Longford Market Tolls. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


| tenant of Ireland whether the practice of 


levying tolls at fairs and markets, at 
present exercised by landlords in several 
small towns of county Longford, will be 
continued if these owners sell their 
interests to the tenant; whether he is 
aware that these tolls are levied mostly 
for private gain and not for the upkeep 
of any easements to the fairs or markets; 
and, if so, whether he can provide for 
their withdrawal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The tolls cannot 
be levied by landlords unless the legal 
right to do so is vested in them. Section 
31 of the Local Government Act, 1898, 
confers on urban authorities power to 
purchase these rights. 


Ireland—Labourers Acts. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E): 1 beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a letter dated 
21st June, 1901, No. 11,337, written on 
behalf of the Lord Justices on the subject 
of the unissued balances of the 
Labourers Cottages Grant, 1890, stating 
that the shares of the unions which had 
not put the Labourers Acts into operation 
would be forthwith distributed amongst 
the unions which had done so ; and, if 
so, will he explain why this course has 
not been adopted, and will it be adopted 
in the near future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The letter referred 
to in the Question stated that the shares 
oi the unions which had not put the 
Labourers Acts in force would be dis- 
tributed amongst those unions which 
had done so, and that the money would 
be remitted not to the local authorities 
direct, but to the Commissioners of 
Public Works to be applied by them in 
reduction of loans granted for the pur- 
poses of the Acts. ‘This course was 


| accordingly adopted. 
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Rathcline (Annually) Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he can state how 
many of the tenants on the Rathcline 
(Annually) Estate are still denied the 
right of purchase; and whether, in the 
case of those so remaining, he will repre- 
sent to the receiver the advisability, in 
the interests of the estate, of accepting 
the tenants’ offers, and let the sales go 
through. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
tenants on the estate who have not been 
declared purchasers is nineteen. The 
right to purchase has not been denied 
to any of these. In fourcases the Land 
Commission decided that the tenants 
should buy their holdings for cash. In 
seven cases the Commissioners required 
certain holdings to be consolidated before 
making advances. In the remaining 
eight cases no applications for advances 
have been made. 


Belfast Water Supply. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): [I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord | ate of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Belfast Water Com- 
m ssioners have compulsorily taken over 
some hundreds of farms within the 
catchment of area in the district of 
Carrickfergus, and that, although it is 
almost a year since evidence was taken 
before the arbitrator for the purpose of 
assessing compensation to the tenants, 
the awards have not yet been made; 
and, if so, whether in view of the incon- 
venience caused by the delay, the arbi- 
trator wiil be requested to at once make 
his awards. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The final awards 
of the arlitrator have been made and 
published in respect of four sections of 
the proposed works. The award in the 
case of the remaining section will be 
completed after the approaching harvest. 
The delay is in the interests of the 
tenants. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): 
May ILask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he intends to proceed with the Poor 
Prisoners’ Defence Bill 4 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Poor 
Prisoners’ Defence Bill is in an exceptional 
position, having passed the Report stage. 
I hope, in the circumstances, it will be 
possible to pass it into law, but I cannot 
derogate from the position I have laid 
down, that unless it is treated as uncon- 
troversial it cannot be proceeded with. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I under- 
stand it is intended to take the Third 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill on 
Friday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. BRYCE: I see on the Orders 
three Bills which I understood the right 
hon. Gentleman to indicate would be 
dropped. Has anything occurred to 
change that decision 4 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: No. The Pre- 
vention of Corruption Bill; the Bills of 
Exchange Acts Amendment Bill, and the 
Light Railways Bill cannot be pro- 
ceeded with. I propose, of course, to 
carry over the Port of London Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE: Would it not be well 
that at the beginning of next session the 
House should meet at a somewhat later 
hour than two o'clock, seeing that there 
is a general feeling in favour of such an 
alteration of the rule. Would it not be 
possible to agree to the necessary altera- 
tion of the rule this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
ready to meet at a later hour provided 
that public business be begun at three 
o'clock as at present. The hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Waterford, however, 
is quite ready to meet at a later hour, 
but is not ready to begin public business 
at the same hour as at present, and there- 
fore there is not that common agreement 
on the matter which the right hon. 
Gentleman appears to suppose. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): What will be the 
business on Thursday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Indian 
Budget will be taken on Thursday. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE: There is 
likely to be a prolonged aebate on the 
Indian Budget this session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I recognise 
that is so. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): Can the right hon. Gentle- 
man say how the inquiry into the 
conduct of the South African War is 
going on, and when we shall have the 
printed Report in our hands ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 
Question of which I should have notice, 
for we have no control whatever over the 
proceedings of the Commission. 


LIGHT LOAD LINE. 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to this 
House a copy of the Report from the 
Select Committee appointed by their 
Lordships on the Light Load Line, with 
the Proceedings of the Committee, 
Minutes of Evidence, ete.—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to, Marriages 
Legalisation Bill; Irish Land _ Bill; 
Employment of Children Bill, with 
Amendments. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Lords Amendments to be considered 
to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 


3232. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Lords Amendments to be considered 


to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 
523.] 


MILITARY LANDS BILL. 


Lords Amendments to be considered 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 
324.] 


IRISH VALUATION ACTS. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read [Inquiry not completed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table and to be 
printed. (No. 337. | 
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NEW BILL. 


ECCLESIASTICAL SUITS BILL. 


**To repeal certain enactments and 
otherwise toamend the Law relating to 
Ecclesiastical Suits,” presented by Lord 
Hugh Cecil ; to be read a second time 
sor] Friday, and to be printed. {Bill 

21. 





CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said he 
gathered from information given to the 
House that a substantial number of the 
servants of the State were engaged in 
collecting statistics for the ostensible 
purpose of enabling the Government to 
make up its mind as to what was to be 
its future fiscal policy. The collection 
of statistics for such a purpose must be 
conducted on a very elaborate and 
costly scale, at the expense of the State. 
and in fact out of funds appropriated 
by this Bill. The House was entitled 
and even bound to discuss that expendi- 
ture. Hitherto the House had not been 
asked to authorise the expenditure which 
they were informed had been incurred. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 


| LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 


Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): I have given 
no information to that effect, and I do 
not know that any other Minister has. 
I do not think there has been any such 
expenditure incurred. 


Mr. ROBSON thought the right hon. 
Gentleman could scarcely have reflected 
on what was involved in the information 
he had already given. They had been 
informed that this inquiry was being 
conducted by the servants of the State. 
The servants of the State were paid by 
that House. Therefore this inquiry must 
be additional to their ordinary work of 
administration. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, that 
is a mistake. Thecollection of statistical 
information is part of their ordinary 
duties. 








867 Consolidated Fund 


Mr. ROBSON was much obliged to the 
right hon. Gentleman. In that case, the 
collection of statistics for a general inquiry 
into the fiscal policy was part of the 
ordinary duty of the servants of the State. 
Prior to that answer, there might have 
been some doubt as to whether the ex- 
penditure on these inquiries ought not to 
be left over for discussion on the Supple- 
mentary Estimates. But the hesitancy 
and uncertainty that had existed in the 
in the minds of hon. Members of the 
House as to how far this debate would be 
allowed to proceed on these lines must 
now he thought disappear. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It must not be taken 
by the hon. Member that I have any 
doubt in my mind that it is not com- 
petent to discuss on this Bill the future 
fiscal policy of the Government, or the 
merits of the inquiry which is to be gone 
into. They are not relevant to anything 
in this Bill. If it were otherwise, it 
would be possible on a statement, or even 
a suggestion, by a Minister, that in the 
next session the Government proposed to 
bring in a particular Bill, to discuss that 
Bill, or the policy of that Bill, on the 


Appropriation Bill, of the preceding 
session. Nothing of that character is 


permissible. 


Mr. ROBSON - On the point of order, 
was sure the Speaker would acquit him 
either of contesting his ruling or unduly 
arguing it ; but one might, in a matter of 
such interest and importance, submit 
some considerations which did not appear 
to enter into the observations just made 
from the Chair. He submitted that this 
was a matter relating to the ordinary 
expenditure of the year, and, although.its 
ultimate issue in legislation might not be 
discussed, the expenditure for the present 
was an administrative act, and, like every 
other administrative act it would be in 
order to refer to it in a discussion in regard 
to the salary ofany particular Ministercon- 
cerned, That consideration alone might 
be conclusive as regarded the practice of 
the House. But he submitted another. 


According to the invariable practice of 
the House, the Appropriation Bill had 
been adopted as the means of a general 
discussion of not merely the acts of 
this or that particular Minister, but of 
the acts of all the Ministers and their 
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Departments taken together. The 
Leader of the Opposition had always 
seized the occasion presented by this 
Bill to discuss at large not merely the 
past conduct of the Ministry, but the 
conduct of the Ministry in relation to 
its future general administrative policy. 
Lord Hartington did this year after 
year. Mr. Disraeli did it year after 
year when Leader of the Opposition ; 
and if that privilege was lost one of the 
most essential and vital privileges of 
the House would be gone. This, that, 
or the other matter might be discussed 
on a vote of censure, but for a discussion 
of the whole policy of the Administration 
they had only the Appropriation Bill or 
nothing. He had every confidence that 
the Speaker desired to interpret the 
traditions of the House in a sense 
conformable to its general practice, but 
surely there could be very little doubt 
that they were entitled to raise the 
whole policy of the Ministry and its 
administrative acts on that occasion. 
That the direction of this inquiry was 
an administrative act was clear from 
the statement just made by the First 
Lord of the Treasury. If they had not 
the power to discuss that act, then they 
had not got the power possessed by 
every other legislative Assembly in the 
world of discussing on some occasion 
the whole policy of the Ministry. It 
could not surely be said that their 
power to raise the discussion depended 
entirely on the will of the Leader of 
the Opposition with regard to a vote 
of censure. It should be a part of their 
regular procedure. He submitted it 
had always been a part of their procedure, 
and if they were not allowed now to 
adopt it the House would lose a 
privilege and right which was essential 
to the proper performance of its duties 
to its constituents. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
asked whether it would not be in order 
on the Appropriation Bill to bring in 
an Amendment censuring a particular 
Minister ; whether, if that were in order, 
it would not also be in order to comment 
on the conduct of a particular Minister ; 
and whether that would not only apply 
to the conduct and administration of a 
particular Department, but also to so 
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much of his political conduct as was 
reasonably relevant, and to the confidence 
the House felt in a Minister or any body 
of Ministers. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: My answer to the 
noble Lord would partly depend on the 
meaning to be attached to the words 
“reasonably relevant.” With reference 
to the remarks of the hon. Member for 
South Shields, if I thought that—if there 
was the slightest doubt in my mind as 
to whether or not—by any ruling of 
mine I was taking away any privilege 
of the House, the House will believe 
that I would not run any risk of doing 
so; but I am confident that, whenever 
the question has been raised, it has 
always been ruled that the Appropria- 
tion Bill stands exactly in the same 
position as other Bills. Whatever is 
debated must be relevant to the clauses 
of the Bill. The hon. Member justly 
says this Bill includes the salaries of the 
Ministers of the Crown, and therefore, 
their administrative conduct may be 
discussed on the Appropriation Bill. But 
the right goes no further. The hon. 
Member’s proposal, as I understand it, is 
to go further than that, and to discuss 
the collection of information with a view 
to a policy which can only be carried out 
by legislation in a future session. I do 
not think anything the hon. Member has 
said is an answer to what I have said as to 
such a proceeding. If it were pro- 
posed to bring in a Redistribution Bill in 
a future session, and somebody asked a 
question in answer to which he learned 
that clerks in the Board of Trade and 
other offices were being employed in 
getting up statistics with regard to popu- 
lation and so forth, you cannot, on that 
answer, claim to discuss the proposed 
legislation of the future session. That is 
the ground on which I am of opinion that 
the hon. Member is not in order. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): On the 
point of order, Mr. Speaker, I gather from 
your ruling that it would be in order on 
the Appropriation Bill to discuss the 
administrative action or inaction of any 
particular Minister. May I not also sub- 
mit to you that it is clearly in order on 
the Appropriation Bill to discuss the 
action or inaction of the Government, as 
a whole, in their administrative capacity ? 
If, for the sake of hypothesis, the Govern- 
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ment as a whole propose in their ad- 
ministrative capacity to undertake a 
particular inquiry into a particular sub- 
ject matter, and if, for the purposes of 
that inquiry, the services of persons in the 
employment of the State, whose salaries 
and expenses are paid by this House, are 
admitted to be necessary, is it not within 
the competence of the House, on the 
Appropriation Bill, to discuss the cireum- 
stances out of which the inquiry has 
arisen, the manner in which it is being 
conducted, and the results which it is 
likely to produce, entirely without 
reference to any legislative proposal which 
may hereafter be produced ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: | do not think it is 
possible to debate the question entirely 
without reference to legislative action. 
A debate on the inquiry as to the 
future policy is a debate on the policy 
itself. I am therefore of opinion the 
debate is not in order. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Do I understand 
you to rule it is not open to us on the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill to discuss whether or not there is 
any necessity for such an inquiry to 
take place ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, exactly in the 
same way in which it is not open to the 
House on the Appropriation Bill to dis- 
cuss whether or not there is any neces- 
sity for collecting information for a 
Redistribution Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he was not contesting the 
ruling of the Chair, but he hada new 


point. 


*Mr.gSPEAKER: I hope it is a new 
point. I hope there will be an end to 
this discussion after the ruling 1 have 
given. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he should 
like to ask whether they could discuss 
the inquiry itself without any reference 
at all to its object or method. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that if any hon. 
Member could discuss the question 
without reference to future legislation 
he should hear him, and he would inter- 
vene when he thought it right. 
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Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said he had a Question to ask with 
reference to the action of the Treasury 
officials. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Member for South Shields is in 
possession of the House. 


Mr. ROBSON said he did not propose 
to proceed, having regard to the limited 
scope to which the ruling of the Speaker 
confined the discussion. 





Mr. DALZIEL asked whether any 
report had been received from any 
Treasury official in response to the 
inquiry by the Government for such a 
Return, and if it had been received what 
was its character, and would it be made 
public. He wished to point out that the 
permanent officials were the servants of 
the House, paid by the House, and the 
House therefore had a right to inquire 
as to how they discharged their duties. 
If Returns had been made with regard 
to the fiscal policy of this country they 
were of an important character, and it 
was desirable that the House should 
know the purport of them. He would 
ask further if any Returns had been 
received from the Board of Trade and 
would they be published. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
Board of Trade had published a good 
deal of information with regard to the 
hours of labour, wages, and the con- 
ditions of employment in particular 
trades of particular districts at home, 
and also some invaluable documents 
with regard to tradeabroad. He wished 
to know whether the Board, in the 
course of the inquiry it was now con- 
ducting, could extend that information 
with respect to all trades in France and 
Germany ; and also give particulars as 
to the cost of living abroad. It was 
very difficult to discover from the official 
documents of the Board of Trade what 
the real condition of the trade of the 
country was. He had been told that 
the method of obtaining these statis- 
ties was not reliable. Information 
with regard to the shipping, engineering 
and textile trades was obtained only 
from particular districts, but now that 
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subject the information should be J thes 
obtained from the whole country and date 
not from particular districts. It was ] fo; 
very desirable to let the public know “dy 
what was the aggregate amount of not 
wages earned in this country, also as to | fact 
the cost of living abroad and the hours of hav 
labour. He should like to know, further, § this 
how the figures with regard to exports § jnfo 
and imports were arrived at. There § yjj| 
ought to be no difficulty in getting accu- Spea 
rate official information as to the con § wha 
dition of our trade. On the face of it, simy 
the position seemed to be that we were §f be b 
losing something like £150,000,000. It 9 one 
was very desirable to have a balance- § whic 
sheet. He was told that this country ; 
was earning between £70,000,000 and vi 
£80,000,000 in respect of shipping. The § soun 
trade Returns showed nothing of that. § shou 
Then, as to our investments abroad. whet 
He was told we had invested abroad | publi 
some £200,000,000. [A Vorce: More.] | that 
Very well then, let the House and with 
the country be informed. All this | entit 
information ought to be published | goin; 
year after year so that the nation | be pu 
might be able at any moment to see | the C 
what its commercial position was. the B 
That was the most effective way to know 
stop these foolish panics about our § OU"! 
trade. We heard a good deal about ran 
our trade abroad, but we got little bene 
information about our trade at home. wail 
The Board of Trade ought to make it aoe 
its business to get statistics with regard be a 
to the value of our industries at home. ce y! 
In the case of Canada and the United The I 
States the fullest information was}, 
collected by the Government and issued afreid 
in Parliamintary Papers. Why could); 
not the same be done in this country ? lene 
I think that with regard to ‘dumping ” quite 
we could get a lot of information. This given 
is a sort of thing which is very mislead- J\...n¢ , 
ing unless you get accurate information. Jot, }, 
I think we should get this information in | 9, wit 
our official books. We hear a great |that e 
deal about Germany sending steel bars] dition 
and how that affects certain industries. / that t 





We want information as to how it acts} stonen 
for the benefit of another industry. you ¢ 
This is the sort of in ormation which} compa: 
the President of the Board of Trade that js 
knows can be obtained and ought to b 


trust 1 
obtained and published. I am su i iad 
the right hon. Gentleman would be th¢ asi 





so much importance attached to the 


first to admit that it is important tha 


want ci 
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be | these books should be brought up to 
id date and made more complete. Take 
as for instance steel bars which we call 
w “dumped” from Germany. You will 
of not get in the Board of Trade books the 
to | fact that these steel bars dumped here 
ot have been. keeping the tin plate trade in 
t, ff this country alve. That is the kind of 
ts information we want, and which I hope 
re will be published. I may say, Mr. 
U- @ Speaker, that this has no reference 
M+ § whatever to fiscal inquiry, but I am 
It, # simply asking that these books should 
re be brought up-to-date, because this is 
It Bf one way of exploding the mad theories 
ce- @ which are in the air now. 
ry 
ni | The Prime Minister has been taking 
‘he (soundings for the last few months, and I 
at. § should like toknowif he has yet discovered 
ad. | where he is and when he is going to 
nad | publish allthis information. I understand 
re.| | that he is going to publish certain figures 
ind | withregard to our trade. I think | am 
his | entitled to ask when that information is 
hed | going to be published and whether it will 
ion | be published by the Board of Trade or by 
see | the Cabinet asa whole. What steps are 
vas, | the Board of Trade taking to obtain a full 
to | knowledge with regard to the position of 
our § Our industries? Are they yee full 
out § formation with regard to shipbuilding ? 
ttle | | should like to know whether our ship- 
me. § Luilding industry will come within the 
e it oP of the inquiry, and what condition 
ard | 18 in and whether its prosperity is not 
me. WYCrY largely due to the fact that we are 
ted  Umporting cheap steel bars from abroad. 
ee | The House and the country ought to be 
be in possession of these facts. Nobody is 
ald afraid of inquiry and all we want isa 
es , glen’ fide inquiry and not one which is 
TY conducted within sealed doors. We are 
"8. Jquite willing to take the information 
This Fviven to us by the Government, and we 
ead- Twant all these facts and figures ; we do 
on. Tnot, however, want them given partially, 
ni! Tor with any bias, but we want information 
great Ithat extends all round and gives the con- 
bars dition of wages in this country. I see 
ries./that the statistics of the wages of the 
acts| stonemasons are published this year. But 
Stry., you cannot produce figures for a fair 
rhich| comparison unless they are complete, and 
'rad@ that is the sort of information we want. I 
to b4 trust the right hon. gentleman will not 
wee get information which is sufficient for him 
yoo to make up his own mind because we 


want complete information. I believe the 
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Cabinet are collecting lots of information’ 
and I should like to know when he is 
going to publish it. I heard something 
stated about September. Is the Cabinet 
going to consider what they are going to 
publish, and are they going to decide what 
information will be useful and what is 
not? I believe there is going to be a 
Cabinet Council held, and it is going to be 
opened at Sheffield at the beginning of 
October. No doubt the Prime Minister 
will call upon the Colonial Secretary to 
open the matter, and we should have 
somebody replying upon the whole thing. 
We ought to get the information ourselves, 
and I hope the Prime Minister will give 
it as soon as he possibly can and get evi- 
dence, not depending upon anonymous 
letters in The Times by Revenue ofticials 
which carry no weight—and which are 
written by persons me are probably not 
Revenue officials at all—but something 
that will be given upon the responsibility 
of a responsible Department like the Board 
of Trade or the Treasury. That is the 
sort of information we want, and if we 
get that I do not think we need fear the 
result. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is perfectly 
true, as I have told the House over and 
over again, and even this afternoon, that 
the Board of Trade are supplementing the 
not inconsiderable body of information 
they already publish annually; and I 
have also tola the House on previous 
occasions that we trust a considerable 
instalment of the Papers will be in 
the hands of Members at no distant 
date. But it must be remembered that 
it is not only the collection of figures 
and the preparation of statistical tables 
that is involved, but the verification of 
the figures, after‘the proofs have been 
prepared, is itself a very long and very 
responsible duty. It would be very 
unfortunate if the Board of Trade were to 
issue figures which might be inaccurate, 
when by waiting a few weeks longer they 
could be revised. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman allow me to ask him to be a 
little more specific. What does he mean 
by the phrase “at no distant date ?” 


Mr. A.J, BALFOUR : I do not follow the 





right hon. Gentleman. I am at the 
beginning of my speech, not at the end 
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of it, and I hope he will allow me to 
reply. I hope that certainly in the 
course of the next four weeks—I will 
not pledge myself to the date—there will 
be a very large and very important 
instalment of information in addition to 
the information which the Board of Trade 
already publish. This will not necessarily 
conclude the investigation. I have no 
doubt whatever that when this instal- 
ment, this body of Papers, is published, 
there will be other subjects, and they 
will themselves probably suggest other 
subjects on which the Board of Trade 
may very properly exercise themselves. 
I daresay such other subjects will suggest 
themselves to the Government, and 

daresay they will suggest subjects to 
Members on both sides and to inde- 
pendent critics in the country. We have 
no desire whatever except to give all the 
information in our power to the House 
and the country, in order to enable them 
to make up their minds, so far as statistics 
will give the desired knowledge, upon any 
important problem that may have been 
raised or may be hereafter raised. On 
some of those points the hon. Member 
who has just sat down will obtain great 
enlightenment from the volume about to 
be published. But it must be remembered 
that it is most desirable, when dealing 
with Government Departments, that you 
should not allow the region of conjecture 
to play too great a part. There are some 
statistical works which must have con- 
jecture in them, and, if that is clearly set 
out as an element of doubt, there may be 
great advantage in introducing a certain 
amount of the conjectural element. But 
it ought to be done cautiously—and for 
this reason. There is a great deal of 
very violent feeling existing at the 
present moment. How long it will last 
I do not know. I see it reflected in the 
agitated minds of the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. As soon as you get public 
opinion into a heated and excited condi- 
tion it is all important that you should 
keep the permanent Civil Service of this 
country outside the vortex. For my 
part, and I think I can speak for all my 
colleagues, we are clearly of opinion that 
that is our first duty. If you are going 
to ask the Departments to prepare Papers 
into which very large conjectural, 
theoretical, and cuntroversial elements 
enter, I do not see how they can do it 
without introducing the personal equa- 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 








(Appropriation) Bill. 876 
tion, or how it is possible to ask them 
to deal with the subject in that way 
without endangering that absolutely 
non-Party and impartial attitude of 
mind which is the safety of our per- 
manent Civil Service. Therefore | 
would never think of asking a public 
Department to provide the public with 
information for a theoretical discussion 
on questions that have been raised 
or anything which contained too 
much of the theoretical element. 
I believe hon. Members opposite, if they 
can consider this subject apart from the 
rather heated atmosphere in which it has 
been started, will agree that the rules I 
have laid down are the right ones. It 
is a limited consideration when we are 
dealing with some of the information 
which is constantly asked for, but subject 
to that, and to the inherent difficulties 
which necessarily attach to a great deal 
of the statistical work, we are only too 
glad within the physical capacity of the 
Department that the information which 
the House and the country desire should 
be supplied. I do not think that I can 
add anything useful to these observations. 
A considerable amount of information 
asked for is in the Papers published, and 
I am sure that if the hon. Member will 
communicate with the head of the Depart- 
ment his inquiry will receive that con- 
sideration which it undoubtedly deserves. 
I understand that this question has been 
raised on the salary of the President of the 
Board of Trade. I have seen something 
of the work of that Department, and I 
can assure the House that there is not a 
more hard-working and more absolutely 
impartial body of men. At all events, I 
have not the smallest idea what the 
opinion of any single official is in the 
Board of Trade on any of these con 
troversial questions. I have never asked 
them, never put a leading question to 
them, and they have never proffered an 
opinion. That is the proper way to deal 
with a public Department, and I hope we 
shall be supported in that policy. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean}: There were two ; 
remarks that fell from the Prime Minister 


which I think justify the closeness of the 
inquiry addressed to him, and justify m 
hon. friends who have raised this ver. 
limited debate The Prime Minister sai 
that the results of this inquiry will b 
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etl published at no distant date, and in reply 
to the interruption across the Table of 
wy my right hon. friend, he was precise and 
tely said that within the next four weeks a 
_ of I considerable portion of this inquiry, if not 
Per- Tithe whole, would be in the hands of 
: I Members. Now the Leader of the other 
iblic House said he had every hope that before 
with the end of the session the greater portion 
pr of the information would be furnished. 
iis 
too Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
ent. Bthe right hon. Baronet that the Board of 
they # Trade has been working as hard as it is 
| the § physically possible for men to do, and the 
has Bi thing could not be done. 
es I 
Tt] +sin CHARLES DILKE: We are not 
aa: responsible for the way in which this 
biect @uauiry has been forced upon the Board 
Tsee of Trade, nor for the suddenness with 
deal which the issue has been raised. The 
ape other remark of the Prime Minister was 
ae where he spoke of the part played by the 
hich conjectural element. He said the element 
‘ould of conjecture should be used cautiously. 
ean | Our complaint is that the element of 
ions, | Conjecture has not been used cautiously. 
ation 
and Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In which Re- 
wil] fturn of the Board of Trade has it not 
ypart- J been used cautiously 7 
con- 
rves.§ *5IR CHARLES DILKE: I am in the 
been lands of the House, and I deplore the 
of the «ction of the Government in forcing this 
thing (vestion upon the country. In my 
nd [pinion it is a matter we should have 
not ag een able to discuss. The Prime Minister 
utely §3tvs that the element of conjecture should 
its, [fe used cautiously. 
. the 
n they Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In the Board 
con PL Trade and Government Official 
asked GKeturns. 
on to 
od ange *Sir CHARLES DILKE: The right 
» deal fhon. Gentleman says he speaks for all his 
pe we Folleagues in this direction, and yet when 
it is being attempted to show that the 
suddenness with which the matter has been 
esha forced upon the country, and that the 
ngren disturbance to trade the raising of the 
nister | 3U¢ has produced, has been the act of a 
f the single Minister, other Ministers are going 
ym round the country saying that it is fot 


~Bthis reason that they support the Colonial 
Secretary in the wise declarations he has 


rT saimade. 1 think the House will see that 


rill b 
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the element of conjecture has not been 
used with that caution which the Prime 
Minister promised for all his colleagues. 
We held the Government responsible for 
having disturbed the trade of the country, 
by the manner in which they have forced 
this question on the country. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: [understand that 
we are entitled to refer to the salaries of 
ministers. The Bill includes the salary of 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
who has been officially declared to have 
given a general approval to the issue of a 
very large number of leaflets, which 
certainly import into the inquiry a very 
large amount of the conjectural element. 
We are reasonably entitled to complain 
that a Minister of the Crown should 
approve of private utterances on a public 
question when the Government of the 
day are supposed to be conducting an 
inquiry. I am quite unable to under- 
stand why it is that the Board of Trade 
and the Treasury are confined rigidly to 
official utterances and official documents, 
and the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies is allowed larger discretion, 
and is allowed to publish on a scale 
of almost legendary magnitude, leaflets, 
alleged by those who act with him 
to be no less numerous than 50,000,000, 
and to distribute them broadcast over the 
whole country, as a contribution, I sup- 
pose, to the inquiry. I really think hon. 
Members of this House are very closely 
concerned with the assumption by a 
Minister of the right at once to use the 
prestige of a Minister of the Crown and 
the liberty of a private Member of Parlia- 
ment. I do not believe there is any 
precedent in the whole of our constitu- 
tional history for such a proceeding, and 
it creates an aspect of the matter about 
which we are entitled to comment this 
afternoon, and which evidently affects the 
confidence we are able to feel in that 
Minister. The position in which we are 
placed —— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On a point of 
order, Mr. Speaker. Do I understand it 
would be in order for any Member of the 
House to discuss the salary of the 
Colonial Secretary ? 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): Oh; muzzle the House of Com- 
mons. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
I am putting is whether it is in order for 
the House to discuss the salary of a 
Secretary of State on the ground of the 
distribution of pamphlets by an associa- 
tion of which that Secretary of State 
happens to be the president. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: And which his 
colleagues say are issued with his general 
approval. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know what 
the facts are. They seem to bez in 
dispute ; but what I have said is that it is 
not competent to discuss a policy which 
is, I presume, set forth in those leaflets. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: May I further 
ask whether it is competent for the House 
to discuss this alleged action, not under- 
taken by the Colonial Secretary as an 
administrative act, on his salary 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think, so 
far, the noble Lord is out of order. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: My right hon. 
friend’s repugnance to discussion carries 
him now almost to the point of extrava- 
gance. The mere approach to any 
criticism of the policy of his colleague, 
the mere suggestion that a_finger-tip 
should be laid upon so fragile a subject, 
leads my right hon. friend to seek by 
every means in his power to restrict and 
limit within the closest dimensions the 
deliberative powers of the House. His is 
the policy of silence ; let his also be the 
discredit of it. It is not we who are 
afraid of discussing this matter to the 
bottom. I will not enter in any length 
upon the issue of these leaflets, but I 
think that this debate ought not to close 
without a protest against the extraor- 
dinary use which the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies has made of 
his official position. The right hon. 
Gentleman is combining together all the 
resources which are not his own, and 
which are given to him by the House 
and by many hon. Members who 
strongly disapprove of the policy he is 
pursuing—combining the prestige of a 
Minister of the Crown with the liberty 
stretched to its utmost limits which an 
ordinary politician may exercise in the 
-discussion of political matters, It is a 
constitutional scandal scarcely less than 
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the attitude which my right hon. friend 
the Prime Minister takes up in respect of 
all proposals to discuss the policy which 
has been thrust upon the country. 


Mr. ASQUITH: This discussion is so 
unreal in many of its aspects that I do 
not think it need be prolonged, but [ 
rise merely to take note of one or two 
observations of the Prime Minister. | 
am glad to hear that this information, 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
promised to us on the highest authority, 
and in the most explicit terms, before 
Parliament was prorogued, is to see the 
light within the next four weeks. Let us 
all take note of that. In the second 
place, I am glad to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman’s assurance that the informa- 
tion, when it is furnished on the 
authority of the Departments, will be 
information confined to facts and not 
conjectures or hypotheses or theoretical 
inferences. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What I said 
was that we desired to have as little 
conjeeture or hypothesis lying at the 
roct of these matters as possible. We 
cannot avoid conjecture altogether. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I must confess that 
this inquiry now assumes gigantic and 
interminable proportions, because we are 
told that, if the information given is not 
satisfactory, it will be open to anyone 
to ask for further information and 
develop further sources of supply, to 
increase the quantity of facts and 
inferences given to the public. It 
appears to me that the position 
of the Government in this matter 
is going very much to resemble that 
of persons puffing a great work of 
reference. The more questions you ask 
the more gratified they will be, the more 
copies they will be prepared to supply, 

nd the larger the body of information 
will be enabled to supply to the 


a 4 
wuntry. But there is a question to 
which we should like to have some 


definite answer. When is the inquiry to 
be concluded ? I am not asking for a 
date, but for a logical term to this process 
of what appears to be an interminable 
investigation, because it is of the utmost 
importance, having regard to the vas 
issues raised, that we should have som 
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indication as to when the information 
which the Government has vouchsafed 
will be completed, and when the country 
will be asked to come to a final decision 
with reference to this matter I am 
afraid we cannot carry the question any 
further to-day, and that we must be 
grateful for the promise we have received. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I am 
sorry that the Colonial Secretary himself 
is not here to take part in the discussion. 
Why does he keep hiding himself be- 
hind what are called “ Rules of Order ?” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Why should 
he be here ? 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) : In- 
asmuch as the discussion on the fiscal 
question appears to be over, 1 want to 
direct attention to some Irish interests. 
Within the last few days a petition was 
presented to the Irish Government to 
establish Registration Revision Courts at 
Dalkey and Killiney, in the County of 
Dublin, and although that request had 
been supported by the two local councils 
elected by the people, the answer of the 
Government has been in the negative. I 
think, for my own part, that had a similar 
request been made by any local body in 
England there would have been no hesita- 
tion whatever in granting it. This refusal 
asts a flood of light upon the manner 
ud spirit in which the government of 
Ireland is carried on. The fact is that 
this same Dublin constitutency is one of 
two or three in Ireland in which there is 
a balance of Parties on the electoral lists, 
and if either side is able to buy the 
Government of the day, it is possible, by 
manipulation of one kind or another, to 
secure the victory inthe Revision Court, and 
therefore at the polls. In South Dublin 
the Unionist party is in the majority, but 
they refused to re-elect a member of the 
nresent Government My Horace Plinkett, 
five years, and half its income had iggy - 
hoarded up. He thought that the 
‘House of Commons should be told what 
(t nefas, and the GUvciumeln, santad ot 





standing impartially between the con- 
tending parties, have deliberately taken 
sides with one of them. I say that 
deliberately, and that that party is the 
Orange party. As I have said, two of the 
local councils have petitioned fora Revision 


soma Court ; and why should not facilities be 
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ven to the people to record their votes ? 
is there any treason in making a request 
of that kind ? Would there be anything 
against the Constitution in granting it 
without a moment’s hesitation? I defy 
the Attorney-General or the Solicitor- 
General to mention a single instance in 
which the request of the elected councils 
would not be granted without more ado ! 
These councils are of great account when 
loyal addresses are to be presented to the 
King when he comes over to Ireland, or 
to the Lord Lieutenant when he comesinto 
the district. When they resolve to present 
these addresses they are lauded to the 
skies and told that they are great and 
important bodies ; but when they ask for 
the establishment of a Revision Court for 
the registration of voters in their own 
district, they are kicked downstairs by 
Dublin Castle as if they were rebels. 
Possibly, if they had been more rebellious 
than they are, adifferent answer would have 
been returned to them. As I have stated, 
the Government are in league with the 
officials of the Unionist Registration 
Association of South Dublin. I state 
that deliberately ; and I say that it is 
within the knowledge, at any rate, of one 
of the two Law Officers of the Crown ; and 
I further say that it is because they are 
in league with them that they are bound 
to retuse a Registration Revision Court 
at Dalkey, unless leave is given to them 
from the headquarters in Dublin. Is not 
that a scandal ? Is that the way in which 
the battle of the Union is going to be 
fought in Ireland ? We are told that we 
have a Constitution and that we should 
play the game according to the rules of the 
Constitution ; but when we play the 


game according to the Constitution 
we find the other party playing 
with loaded dice, and that they 


are indulging in practices in which they 
would not dare to indulge in England. 
I do not expect that my remarks will 
have much effect on the Orange party in 
the Government, but I make them for 
the purpose of bringing into view the 
manner and spirit in which Ireland is 
governed. No matter what is said here ; 
no matter what reception is given to the 
King and Queen in Ireland ; Ireland is 
governed in the same way it has been 
ruled fo. the last 100 years. 


There is another topic which was diss 
cussed, unfortunately in my absence, last 
night, because I represent the county which 
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is concerned most init. The Government 
have taken lately to refuse to pay a sum 
of about £700 in respect of rates for 
Phenix Park, Dublin. That is justified 
on the ground that, in England, a similar 
park had been treated in the same way. 
Il am not sure that the statement is 
correct that any park in England has 
been treated in the same way as Phoenix 
Park. I know the case of Brockwell 
Park, for I have taken care to read up 
the law reports upon it. I do not pre- 
tend to be a legal authority, but, still, I 
maintain that there is the widest possible 
distinction between the two cases. I 
invite the attention of the Attorney- 
General to this matter. Ido not think 
that, as an Irishman, he can complacently 
look on the abstraction of £700 a year 
from the County of Dublin, and the rate- 
payers of the city of Dublin. I have been 
honoured on two or three occasions by 
my colleagues by being asked to intro- 
duce into this House the question of the 
financial relations between Ireland and 
Great Britain, but have declined. How- 
ever, I have been thinking over the 
matter since and have come to the con- 
clusion that the hon. Member for the 
County of Dublin is the proper person, 
because that county has been the subject 
of special ill-treatment in financial matters 
at the hands of the Government of the 
day. What did the Government actually 
do? They revalued the county of 
Dublin in anticipation of a certain valua- 
tion Bill which was to be introduced 
into Parliament ; and they compelled the 
ratepayers of the County of Dublin to 
pay the costs! The operation was entirely 
illega! ; and although it was so, the money 
which was extracted from the ratepayers 
of the county of Dublin has never been 
refunded to them. The pretence of the 
Secretary to the Treasury last night, as 
it has been the pretence of some of his 
predecessors, was that the Phoenix Park 
would not pay rates in England; and 
that, therefore, it ought to be regarded 
as a sort of property in respect to which 
the Government should make a grant 
in lieu of rates. The Brockwell Park 
case was that that park was entirely and 
exclusively devoted to public purposes ; 
whereas in the case of the Phenix Park, 
what has been done year after year ? 
Encroachments have been made on the 
domain of the park ; public buildings have 
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and the Government has made an income 
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out of it from grazing rents. Would any 
man pretend that a park like that should 
not be liable to rates? Of course it 
would be liable to rates in England ; and 
I contend that the County Council of 
Dublin ought to receive a bounty in lieu 
of rates given in every other case. It 
is a shabby and mean attempt to 
make ends meet by indulging in small 
economies, when the Government have 
been spending millions on war abroad 
and thousands on objects in Ireland 
itself which will never bring them in 
an adequate return. Seven hundred 
pounds is a very considerable sum to 
throw on the rates of the county of 
Dublin ; but it is a very little sum 
indeed so far as the Government are 
concerned. TheGovernment are grasping 
at a shadow in order to indulge in this 
meanness, although Ministers know very 
well that the English case is different 
from the Irish case. I do not suppose 
that my remarks will have any weight ; 
but I would not be doing my duty to my 
constituents if I did not join in the 
protest which was made last night, and if 
I did not inform the Secretary to the 
Treasury that he has by no means heard 
the last of this matter, and that it will be 
introduced session after session until the 
injustice is remedied. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
that on the previous evening he had 
brought certain matters to the notice of 
the Prime Minister, notably, the im- 
portant question of trawling, the adminis- 
tration of Egypt, and certain affairs 
connected with China. He did not 
expect that the right hon. Gentleman 
would be in a position to give him 
information with reference to the admin- 
istration of Egypt or on affairs connected 
with China. But as the Lord Advocate 
was now present he wished to direct his 
attention to the anestion of trawling, in 
thei the larger the body of in:ormation 
« « will be enabled to supply to the 
wuntry. But there is a questignaitd 
a fishiuctun was calried to the effect that 
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certain areas such as the Moray Firth 
should be closed against all trawlers. | 
He had endeavoured to ascertain by| 
means of Questions whether any action 
had been taken on that resolution ; but he 
was unable to get any information. 





been erected on it for the public service ; 
Mr, Clancy. 
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whether anything had been done with 
reference to it. The matter was getting 
worse from day to day. The Report of 
the Fishery Board for Scotland showed 
that in 1886 the number of steam 
trawlers was 109, whereas in 1892 they 
numbered 275. Meantime, there was no 
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was time that the present policy of the 
Congested Districts Board was stopped, 
and that the income of the Board should 
be expended for purposes which we.e 
contemplated by Pechenent. Not a 
single shilling had been expended in 
the purchase of land in his own county. 





increase in the number of protecting | In the Island of Lewis, where there was 


cruisers. 


and he could not understand when such a 


number of ships were lying idle at | 


Portsmouth, Chatham and 
why they should not be commissioned to 
protect the fishing industry off the coast 
of Scotland, It seemed to him that 
torpedo boats and cruisers now lying idle 
might well be utilised when the fishing 
industry was being devastated and ruined, 
and when a fine race of men were, in 
consequence, obliged to have recourse to 
the large towns. It should be the duty 
of any Government to protect such men, 
as far as possible, on such an industry, as, 
in the event of a naval war, they would 
be found invaluable. He hoped the Lord 
Advocate would be able to give him some 
information on the subject, and that he 


would place the matter before Lord | 


Balfour of Burleigh, the Secretary for 
Scotland, with a view to his approaching 


the Admiralty in order that a sufficient | 


number of protecting cruisers might be 
secured. The Colonial Office and the 


War Office seemed to be able to get all | 


they required, but the Scottish Office 
was not so successful. 


With reference to Port Ness harbour, 
he had been told that the matter was still 
under consideration ; but unless the work 
were undertaken within the next month 
or two it would have to stand over for | 
another year, because it could not be, 
carried on during the winter months in | 
such an exposed part of the country. | 


There was a great want of| more distress, 


cruisers around the coast of Scotland ;} than in any other part of His Ma‘esty’s 


elsewhere, | 


suffering, and misry 


| Dominions, very little action had been 
| taken by the Congested Districts Board. 
He would invite the Lord Advocate to 
i visit the Island of Lewis and see the 
|state of affairs with his own eyes. If 
|the Lord Advocate did that he would 
then know what he was talking about, 
| and, if he had any heart atall, he would 
set to work to remedy the evils which 
existed. The Congested Districts Board 
was working most unsatisfactorily, and 
he would urge on the right hon. Gentle- 
man the necessity of making the con- 
ditions of life of the crofters more 
satisfactory than they were at present. 


With reference to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland, they did very 
well in the Lowlands, but, in regard to 
| the Highlands, they did their work very 
| badly indeed. Whenever an outbreak 
of fever occurred they never sent a 
medical officer of their own to inquire 
into it, but left local medical men to 
report on it. When an outbreak oc- 
eurred in the Island of Lewis he was 
informed that it was typhoid fever; but 
afterwards he was informed on high 
medical authority that it was typhus 
‘fever. That was the kind of informa- 
tion that was supplied to Parliament. 
The local school had to be closed for six 
months, and what chance had a High- 
land boy or girl of getting on in the 
world unless they were well educated ? 





With regard to the Congested Districts The Government should do their very 
Board, it had now been established for | best to educate to the highest possible 
five years, and half its income had been | degree boys and girls in the Highlands, 
hoarded up. He thought that the| through technical schools, workshops, 
House of Commons should be told what | and by other means. They should not 
was to be done with it. He wanted to| be sent out into the world to always 
see land secured for the people. Land | remain hewers of wood and drawers of 
had been purchased on lease by the! water. Further, he thought the medical 
Congested Districts Board; but he | officers in Scotland should be treated 
contended that such land should be|as regarded holidays in the same way 
freehold, as otherwise, in course of time, | as medical officersin Ireland were treated, 
the people would be no better off than! In Scotland a medical officer could only 
they were at present. He thought it | have a holiday if he provideda substitute 
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out of his own small salary. In Ireland |attention to this matter. His last point 
the locum tenens was provided by the | was with regard to Ceylon. On the tea 


Local Government Board. He thought 
a similar system should be introduced 
in Scotland, and that medical officers 
should be given an opportunity to visit 
hospitals and learn something further of 
their profession, because it was a pro- 
fession in which something fresh was 
always to be learned. 


He could not for the life of him under- 
stand why there was no vaccine station 
provided for Scotland. The Royal Com- 
mission which considered the question 
strongly recommended that vaccination 
from arm to arm should cease; but the 
Scottish Office apparently overruled that. 
There was no conscience clause in Scot- 
land, and if the Government compelled 
people to be vaccinated it was their duty 
to supply proper lymph. At present a 
system of arm toarm vaccination went 
on, a little lymph being supplied here 
and there, Last year the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland paid the Local 
Government Board for England £120 
for lymph, although the Local Govern- 
ment Board for England said they never 
received it. He did not know whether 
they did or not, but certainly that was 
a very unsatisfactory way of conducting 
business. Then, Dr. Blaxall, who was 
a paid ofticer of the Local Government 
Board in London, and who had the use 
of Government calves and Government 
apparatus in the preparation of lymph, 
was paid £105 by the Local Government 
Board for Scotland for lymph. Surely 
a Government official should not be 
allowed to use Government property 
to earn money for his own benefit. 


There was one question connected with 
the Colonial Office to which he desired to 
refer, and it was a matter of great im- 
portance to the people of Hong-Kong. 
In Chinese houses there were sometimes 
as many as 200 inmates, and when plague 
broke out the authorities instead of segre- 
gating the victims told them to remain 
at home. Seeing that there were so many 
people in the houses it was no wonder the 
plague spread. Medical experts, who had 
been sent out, had made certain recom- 
mendations, all of which were ignored by 
the Hong-Kong Government. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would give his 


Mr. Weir. 





plantations there were 100,000 Tamil 
children, of whom only 1,000 could read 
orwrite. Theschool accommodation was 
most inadequate, and as the British 
Government were responsible for these 
people, he thought that necessary accom- 
modation ought to be provided. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
afraid I cannot satisfy the hon. Member's 
appetite for information by going through 
the whole scope of his observations —— 


Mr. WEIR: I expect the Lord Advo- 
cate to reply only about Scotland, 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY :1 will re- 
ply so far as my Department is concerned. 
The hon. Member asked me, first of all, 
whether I could tell him anything about 
the progress of the negotiations concern- 
ing the North Sea fisheries. The hon. 
Member has asked many Questions on 
that subject, and the answers he has 
received show that the question of the 
policing or shutting up of areas such 
as the Moray Firth was mooted at the 
conference. But it is perfectly obvious 
that no action in the direction suggested 
could possibly be taken by the foreign 
Powers until they had arrived at some 
conclusion upon the question primarily 
submitted to the conference, viz., of the 
depletion or otherwise of fish in the North 
Sea. The hon. Member must surely see 
that what his, or our views, may be as to 
the desirability of keeping areas like the 
Moray Firth as a ground wherein the 
line fishermen may exercise their vocation 
undisturbed by foreigners, that course is 
not at all likely vo commend itself to 
foreign Powers who by international law 
have as much right in the Moray Firth 
as we have, unless we can show that it is 
in the interests of the foreign Powers 
themselves that such an arrangement 
should be made. ‘That depends not upon 
the view of line fishermen versus trawlers, 
but upon the much larger question of the 
food supply of the North Sea. The hon. 
Member must be aware that there is un- 
fortunately no consensus of opinion as to 
the actual state of affairs in the North 





Sea. Undoubtedly until you have an 
answer from the scientific experts of 
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whom the conference is composed it is 
useless to expect any effective action 
on the part of foreign Powers, and with. 
out such action it is obvious that, what- 
ever your views may be, you cannot close 
an area which is at present open under 
international law. As to patrolling, the 
Scotch oftice, so far from being supine in 
the matter, have always pressed admirably 
for the maximum of service obtainable, 
and Irishmen at any rate hold the view 
that Scotland is much better treated in 
this matter than Ireland has ever been. 
With regard to Ness, that is a matter of 
great difficulty, in connection with which 
I am afraid the hon. Member must ex- 
ercise the virtue of patience a little longer. 


The last point with which Iam concerned 
is the Congested Districts Board. First, 
let me say that the hon. Member puts 
his own gloss entirely on the Act when 
he says it was passed mainly for the 
migration of crofters. The Act is for 
the purpose of administering sums avail- 
able for the improvement of the congested 
districts, and when you come to the 
various powers which are to be exercised 
for improvement of the congested districts, 
the migration of crofters is only one 
among many, and it is not even first on 
the list. The hon. Member’s remarks 
therefore are altogether beside the mark 
when he tries to force upon the Secretary 
for Scotland the policy of spending the 
whole of the money at his disposal on 
the migration of crofters and nothing 
else. The Secretary for Scotland has 
explained his policy ; it is well set forth 
in the Reports of the Congested Districts 
Board, and he is not to be forced from it. 
He believes, and the Government agree, 
that it would be no boon at all tothe High- 
lands to migrate persons who are not ina 
proper position to be migrated; that is 
to say, who have no chance, by what they 
are possessed of themselves, of using with 
advantage any holding they might get. 
On the other hand, there are many ways 
in which the money might be spent. I 
will do the hon. Member the compliment 
of saying that so far ashe is concerned 
we should have got the Congested Districts 
Board (Scotland) Bill, No. 2. That Bill 
would have given power to the Board to 
spend money in the very way the Report 
of the Commission says it ought to be 
spent, but through the action of the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark, the Bill was 
sacrificed. 
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Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that if the Lord Advocate was going 
into the question of the sacrifice of the 
Bill he was quite prepared to justify his 
opposition to it. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: | 
thought it only right to pay the hon. Mem- 
ber for Ross and Cromarty that tribute. 
I say quite plainly that progress upon 
those lines is the object of the policy of 
the Secretary for Scotland, that we do not 
admit that the migration of crofters is 
the only or even the main object of the 
establishment of the Board, and that it is 
far better toaccumulate the money until 
there is an opportunity of spending it 
properly. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.) desired 
to associate himself with the action taken 
by the hon. Member for North Dublin. 
In his opinion the Irish Office had been 
guilty of a gross breach of faith, because, 
when on a former occasion he addressed 
an inquiry on the matter to the Chief 
Secretary, he was told that no recom- 
mendation had been made to the Lord 
Lieutenant, and that if such a recom- 
mendation were made, the matter would 
be inquired into, and, if found necessary, 
it would be granted. The representatives 
of the two districts concerned passed 
unanimous resolutions in favour of this 
Court, and they were sent to the proper 
authorities, but nothing further was 
heard about the matter for some time. 
Afterwards, in reply to a question, the 
Attorney-General said there was no reason 
for granting this Court at all, and a letter 
was sent in which it was stated that the 
Lord Lieutenant had made inquiries, and 
that there was no reason whatever for 
granting the Court which was asked for. 
He wished to know upon whose advice 
the Lord Lieutenant came to that con- 
clusion, more especially when the people 
in the districts concerned had declared 
that sufficient facilities were not provided 
to enable them to conveniently exercise 
the franchise. The local authorities were 
informed in the first instance that they 
would get this Court if they applied for 
it, and they did so by a unanimous vote 
of their elected representatives. They 
were afterwards told that inquiry had 
been made, and that there was no reason 
for granting this Court. He believed 
that the only inquiry which was made 
was from a representative of the political 
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Party opposite, and in this way the views 
of the people were overruled. No ex- 
planation would convince him that the 
Government in this matter had not been 
influenced by political motives. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.) said he quite agreed with 
the hon. Member that no explanation 
he could give would remove from his 
mind the opinion that the Government 
had been actuated by base motives in 
this matter. He denied that there had 
been any breach of faith in regard to this 
Court at Dalkey. 


Mr. MOONEY said the reason why a 
Court was asked for in Dalkey was to 
secure for the Dalkey and Killiney dis- 
tricts proper facilities for voting. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that both Dalkey 
and Killiney were within easy reach of 
Dublin both by railway and by tramways. 


Mr. CLANCY asked from whom the 
inquiries were made. 


Mr. ATKINSON said there was not 
the slightest foundation for saying that 
inquiries were actuated by _ political 
motives. 


Mr. CLANCY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say who were consulted upon 
this matter ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said he did not know. 


Mr. MOONEY said if the right hon 
Gentleman did not know by whom the 
inquiry was conducted how could he deny 
his statement. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the 
permanent revising barrister was 
asked his opinion, and his reply was 
that the change suggested was entirely 
unnecessary, and that no complaint had 
ever been made by the local people in 
regard to getting their votes registered. 
No complaint had been made to him that 
there was no separate Revision Court for 
Dalkey. The Lord Lieutenant did not 
know whether a Revision Court at Dalkey 
would be beneficial to either Nationalists 
or to the opposite Party. An arrange- 


ment was made last year which was found 
to suit all parties. 


Mr. . Moone Ys 


Hitherto the custom 


{COMMONS} 





(Appropriation) Bill. 892 


had been to have certain days for the 
revision of the Dalkey lists, and certain 
days for Kingstown. Arrangements were 
made tor the Dalkey lists to be kept open 
so that a voter from Dalkey could come in 
either during the afternoon or evening 
and have his vote registered. The Dalkey 
list was kept open till the last so that 
during the whole time no voter had any 
difficulty whatever in getting his vote 
registered. Special arrangements were 
made to suit the convenience of all parts 
of that district, and the Government had 
no interest whatever in the matter. 
When complaint was made they referred 
the matter to the revising barrister, who 
was the person best acquainted with the 
facts, who was disinterested, and who had 
no partisan purposes to serve. The 
Government acted upon his advice, and 
not from any unworthy motives such as 
hon. Members opposite were so ready to 
impute to the Government. 


Mr. CLANCY : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman say that the revising barrister 
is a better authority upon this question 
than the elected representatives of Dalkey? 


Mr. ATKINSON said he thought the 
revising barrister’s opinion was quite as 
good as the opinion of either of those two 
bodies. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said the reply of the Attorney- 
General was singularly unconvincing, 
because it was quite evident that the 
right hon. Gentleman was not willing 
to give the full facts to the House. It 
was inconceivable that the chief Law 
Officer of the Crown for Ireland should 
not know the facts of this case. It was 
a well-known fact that the permanent 
revising barrister was regarded as_preju- 
diced upon these matters. He had 
risen for the purpose of calling atten- 
tion to the action of Major Eccles, 
who had recently been appointed auditor 
to the Local Government Board. He 
wished to call particular attention to 
the case of an unfortunate collector who 
had been surcharged by this auditor, 
The salary of this collector was only 
about £14 a year. It seemed to him to 
be as difficult to alter the rules of the 
Government auditor as it was to alter 
the laws of the Medes and Persians. 
Major Eccles went down to the Belturbet 
district and found that for a long period 
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of years a number of houses had been 
lying idle in respect of which at some 
time rates were collected. They still 
stood on the books of the district, 
and in respect of the collecter’s failure 
to do an impossible thing, namely, to 
collect rates on these houses, the collector 
was surcharged £216 14s. 0d. When he 
went into the presence of Major Eccles it 
would seem that he was not deferential 
enough. The auditor instead of receiving 
him with courtesy and civility, ordered 
him forthwith to retire from his august 
presence, and not to come again until he 
was accompanied by a solicitor. When 
he returned with a solicitor he was in- 
formed that in consequence of the default 
to collect rates on these houses he had 
decided to surcharge him in the amount 
stated. This collector had been thirty 
years in the service of the district and 
there was no charge of dishonesty against 
him. He appealed against the auditor’s 
decision to the Local Goverment Board, 
and they after some inquiry confirmed 
the decision of the auditor. He was then 
served with a notice to appear before two 
magistrates of the Petty Sessions of the 
district, who decided that he must either 
pay the amount of the surcharge or go to 
gaol. If this man had fraudently got the 
money and converted it to his own use, 
he could understand this procedure, but 
this was a case of a faithful servant who, 
because a mere technicality of the law 
was not complied with, was treated in 
this way by a comparatively new officer, 
on the principle, he supposed, that “a 
new broom sweeps clean.” He himself 
had appealed to the Government to take 
some steps in the interest of justice in 
this case, and he had received the usual 
stereotyped official reply, that the matter 
was decided and must remain so. In 
other words this unfortunate man, or his 
friends, must get the money which he was 
not legally or morally responsible for, 
otherwise his liberty was in peril and he 
might at any moment be committed to 
prison. This was a monstrously unjust 
state of things, and it was illegal. Some 
of the man’s friends had thought of taking 
proceedings in the King’s Bench to get 
the decision quashed, but so far nothing 
had been done in that direction, as they 
could not face the costs which the appeal 
would involve. He asked the Attorney 
General to give some explanation of the 
matter other than that given in the 
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official reply the other day. Major Eccles 
in this case from the beginning had not 
treated the man fairly. If the right hon. 
Gentleman discharged the duties of his 
office, he would see that there was another 
inquiry into the matter, by an indepen- 
dent auditor if necessary. He appealed 
to the right hon. Gentleman to direct the 
Local Government Board to reconsider 
this matter. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. ELtiot, Durham) : 
said he thought it would be satisfactory 
if he made a short reply at this stage 
to the hon. Member for North Dublin, 
though he had little to add to what 
he had already said on _ previous 
occasions within the last week. What 
happened in regard to the Phoenix 
Park was this. Formerly the Crown paid 
the rates in respect of the Phoenix Park. 
The principle on which the Crown acted 
was, that though they were not legally 
bound to pay rates at all, they did out of 
grace and favour contribute voluntarily 
to the rates, on property which was sub- 
ject to lawful rating when in other hands. 
Where the Crown was the owner and 
occupier of property which in other hands 
would not be rated, the Crown did not 
consider it expedient and wise to come 
forward and pay rates in respect of that 
property. The Phoenix Park, Dublin, 
stood formerly in the same position as 
Hyde Park, St. James’s Park and other 
London Parks. In regard to these parks 
it was the custom, previously, for the 
Crown to pay rates in aid of the local 
ratepayers, but the House of Lords had 
given a decision in regard to a particular 
park in South London, known as Brock- 
well Park, which had been dedicated to the 
public by statute for recreation for ever, 
the Trustees being the London County 
Council. The House of Lords decided 
that that park was not rateable, and that 
the County Council owed no rates what- 
ever in respect of it. In consequence of 
that it became the duty of the Treasury 
to consider whether, under those circum- 
stances, they ought to go on paying rates 
on other London parks, and they came to 
the conclusion that they must be guided by 
the principle that, inasmuch as the House 
of Lords had decided that Brockwell 
Park was not rateable, the Crown ought 
not to pay rates in respect of Hyde Park, 
St. James’s Park, or the Phoenix Park. 











895 Consolidated Fund 


That was the whole case, as the hon. 
member would see if he read the judg- 
ment in the case of Brockwell Park. In 
Hyde Park, as in the Pheenix Park, some 
revenue was made from the grazing of 
sheep. Therefore, the case for the 
Treasury was that the decision of the 
House of Lords bound them, and if they 
were not to depart from the old principle, 
namely, that they must consider whether 
the character of the property was such that 
it would be rateable in other hands, then 
the Crown must proceed in the way they 
had proceeded. With regard to the de- 
cision of the House of Lords, it was not 
for them to reason why. The Hon. 
Member might think, and possibly others 
might agree with him, that property of 
that kind should be liable to pay rates. 
That was not the question before the 
House at present. The Treasury had to 
follow the law as laid down by the House 
of Lords, and the general principle on 
which for many years the Crown had 
acted. 


Mr. CLANCY said the hon. Gentleman 
knew perfectly well that the circumstances 
of those parks differed. They were not 
the same in any case. What he and his 
friends contended was that the circum- 
stances of the Phoenix Park were not at 
all identical with those of Brockwell Park. 
He asked whether the hon. gentleman 
would give a pledge, now, that he would 
facilitate the discussion and determination 
of this question in a Court of law in 
Treland. 


Mr. ELLIOT said that as far as he was 
concerned he did not see how the question 
could be raised as against the Crown, 
because it was quite clear, as a matter of 
constitutional law, that the Crown was 
not rateable at all in respect of any of 
those properties. 


Mr. CLANCY: Supposing it can be 
raised, will the hon. Gentleman consent to 
have it discussed ? 


Mr. ELLIOT said he should hardly 
like to say what he would do in circum- 
stances which he thought could not arise. 
But if the hon. Member could suggest 
any method by which the question could 
be raised, he did not see any objec.ion to 
having it tested. 


Mr. Elliot. 
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*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) : I 

wish to make a few remarks on the 
Report of the Select Committee on the 
ventilation and sanitation of the House 
of Commons, as there was positively no 
other occasion on which this subject could 
be discussed this session. When I men- 
tion the delay that has taken place in 
bringing forward the Report of that 
Committee, the necessity of my submit- 
ting this matter to the attention of the 
House at this late period of the session 
becomes more apparent. On the 14th 
March, 1902, I moved for the appointment 
of a Select Committee to inquire into the 
matter, and in the meantime to carry out 
sanitary improvements the necessity for 
which was quite apparent, and the First 
Commissioner of Works very kindly con- 
sented that a Committee should be ap- 
pointed immediately after Easter. He 
was as good as his word, and on the 16th 
April the Committee was appointed. | 
was sanguine enough to imegine that the 
Report would be presented before the end 
of last session, and by Questions in the 
House, by private interviews, and by again 
speaking on the subject last August, I en- 
deavoured to accelerate matters. When 
the House reassembled on 24th February 
this year, I put a Question to the hon 
Member for North-Hunts, as representing 
the First Commissioner of the Board of 
Works, asking when the Report of the 
Select Committee on the ventilation of 
the House of Commons buildings would 
be issued, and the answer was that— 


“TheSelect Committee had found it impossible 
to conclude their inquiry last session, and that 
it was proposed to ask the House to re-appoint 
the Committee at an early date. During the 
recess the authorised improvements in the 
ventilation of the Commons’ Commitiee 
Rooms had been completed, and new fittings 
have been supplied to the sanitary offices on 
the ground floor terrace front, and mechanical 
ventilation has been introduced into them with 
excellent effects, Other sanitary offices in the 
building will be dealt with in the same way as 
opportunities arise.” 


This refers to a _ state of things 
which was not at all creditable to 
the sanitary condition of the House of 
Commons. But the Committee was not 
re-appointed till 17th June. I now wish 
to urge that the recommendations of that 
Committee, issued on 28th July, 1903, 
which are very admirable so far as they 
go, should be carried out before the House 
meets next year. I think we are very 
much indebted to the members of that 
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Committee, some of whom are men of 
great scientific attainments, for the time 
and attention which they have devoted 
to this prosaic subject. Their recom- 
mendations confirm what I had formerly 
stated both as to the insanitary conditions 
of the House of Commons, and as to the 
best means that can be adopted for their 
removal. Their Report is very moderate 
in its language. As to the condition of 
the House itself, they state that 


‘‘ When the House is ordinarily full the 
supply of air exceeds the quantity generally 
estimated to be desirable, viz., 50 cubie feet 
per minute per head ; but there is reason to 
think that the present arrangements do not 
paar an adequate margin for a very crowded 

louse. . . that the air of the Chamber 
‘lacks freshness,’ that there are sme qualities 
pes by it which lead to a stay for a 
ength of time in the Chamber, causing in the 
Members a lassitude and feeling of heaviness 
which tends to interfere with a due per 
formance of their duties, and that as : the 
main entrance of air is mainly through the 
grating of the floor of the House and on the 
gangways,’ it must become ‘laden with the 
dust and various impurities continually being 
brought in by the Members’ feet, as they walk 
over the floor and along the gangways,’ ‘and 
that the supply of air to the galleries, especially 
the Strangers’, Ladies’ and Repo: ters’ zalieries, 
is undoubtedly susceptible of improvement.’” 


Then the Committee said that the 
evidence placed before them also showed 
that— 

“The condition of the Committee rooms, 
corrridors, and some other parts of the House 
was far less satisfactory than that of the 


chamber itself. Since the Committee began 
its labours, however,” 


the Report went on-- 


“considerable improvement has been effected 


by the introduction of fans into the Committee 
rooms, and the worst of the evils previously 
complained of have been remedied ; consider- 
able improvements also have been introduced 
into the lavatories.” 

That I consider very euphemistic. 

As to the recommendations of the 
Committee they are very cautious and 
very moderate, and I would say very 
economical; but so far as they go 
they should be complied with im- 
mediately. I will only refer to two or 
three of the most important. One of 
them refers to the placing of the whole 
ventilation and cleaning arrangements 
under one authority ; and the appointment 
of a sanitary officer under the Office of 
Works to direct and superintend the 
ventilation of the House. The divided 


authority has been the source of very 


much inefficiency. I believe that three- 
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fourths of the insanitary arrangements 
result from an absolute disregard of 
the most ordinary and well-understood 
principles of sanitation; and _ the 
sooner that a Hercules in sanitary 
work is appointed and set to 
work to cleanse the Augian Stable 
where many more than a_ thousand 
are sometimes congregated together with 
in a small space, and to keep it clean 
and pure, the better will it be for 
all concerned. Then I am glad of 
the suggested substitution of electric 
fans for the present ante-deluvian system 
of exhaust furnaces, and of a more 
powerful new improved intake fan for 
the present one. They recommend also 
the institution of an inquiry into the 
problems of ventilation still unsolved, with 
the view to introducing further improve- 
ments. This isa very necessary part of 
the inquiry, and the sooner it is under- 
taken the better, and no time should be 
lost in carrying out the present recom- 
mendations, for they are admirable so far 
as they go. But I have been disappointed 
that the Committee have not made any 
recommendation on some points which I 
think very much needing improvement. 
I think it is a pity that they have made 
no recommendation for a change in the 
heating apparatus from steam pipes and 
radiating plates, which are a most un- 
wholesome means of warming the air. I 
am sorry that they have not recommended 
that the system should be discontinued at 
once. I regret that they have not seen 
their way to give a better supply of air to 
the Strangers’, the Reporters’, and to the 
Ladies’ Galleries. The Reporters, next 
to ourselves, should be in a position to 
have their intellectual faculties unimpaired 
by badair. But apart from the Reporters’ 
Gallery in the House, anyone who has 
had an opportunity of going into their 
other accommodation premises must have 
been struck with the fact that their con- 
ditions are, from a sanitary point of view, 
most deplorable. I believe that when a 
sanitary inspector for the House is ap- 
pointed, the first report he makes will be 
that the sanitation of some of the 
Reporting rooms and their accessories is 
not at all creditable to the House. Under 
present conditions I am certain that if this 
House were under the Factory Acts, the 
sanitary regulations of which have 
recently been made much more strin- 
gent, my hon. friend the Member for 
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West Derby, as the representative of 
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the Board of Works, would be im- 
mediately summoned and fined. 


In this connection let me mention that a 
very large number of Civil servants, both 
in London and the provinces, are compelled 
to work in the most insanitary surround. 
ings and conditions ; and I would suggest 
to the Board of Works that when ap- 
pointing a sanitary officer for the House 
they would also appoint one for the 
various Government offices throughout 
the country. The Government as an 
employer of labour should set an example 
to other employers. The vitiated atmos- 
phere in which we spend so much of our 
time, especially under the unnatural con- 
ditions imposed by the suspension of the 
twelve o'clock rule, has been the cause of 
much of the dulness, depression, and even 
acerbity of temper which sometimes, 
though rarely, overshadows this gener- 
ally cheerful and good-natured Assembly. 
It has caused a large amount of sick- 
ness and suffering to many hon. 
Members who would have been hale 
and well under ordinary sanitary con- 
ditions, and it has caused the loss of 
many noble lives which the Country and 
this House could ill afford to spare—the 
latest addition to this fatal roll being one 
of the most amiable and popular of our 
Scotch colleagues, whose devotion to duty 
caused him to give far too close and _ pro- 
longed attendance here. On all these 
grounds I urge on the Board of Works, 
through its representative the Member 
for West Derby, to carry out all the re- 
commendations of the Select Committee 
before the House meets again, so that 
we shall then find the House and its 
precincts in a very much better sanitary 
condition. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
likeston) said he had not the same 
amount of belief in the vitiated atmos. 
phere of the Chamber itself as some hon. 
Members. He believed that the air in 
the Chamber was as good as the air in 
any other closed chamber in the United 
Kingdom. On one occasion, he was 
almost continually in the House for 
nearly forty days and nights but was 
never affected by the atmosphere. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
London University, who presided over 
the Committee, had the atmosphere 
tested; and the result showed that it 


Mr. Wylie. 
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was ketter than atmosphere elsewhere 
under similar conditions. Although he 
did not agree entirely with the speech of 
the hon. Gentleman, he thought that his 
suggestion with reference to the appoint- 
ment of a permanent sanitary officer 
should be carried out. The ventilation 
outside the Chamber was exceedin 

defective, and that was due, unti 
recently, to windows not being opened. 
There was, however, an improvement 
in that respect; but he thought that 
the hon. Gentleman was perfectly right 
in stating that one of the most important 
recommendations in the Report of the 
Committee was that a permanent 
sanitary officer should be appointed to 
take charge of the entire building, which 
had a considerable resident population 
and a very large visiting population, and 
which would offer an opportunity for a 
considerable amount of work to a skilled 
sanitarian. In many respects the 
arrangements were defective; but they 
were being improved detail by detail, 
session after session. They did not, how- 
ever, represent that standard of 
excellence which ought to belong to the 
building occupied by the Mother of 
Parliaments. He quite agreed with the 
remarks of the hon. Gentleman with 
reference to the Reporters’ Gallery and 
the Ladies’ Gallery. The atmosphere in 
the Ladies’ Gallery was excessively 
oppressive ; and the ventilation in that 
part of the building was exceedingly 
defective. Some of the worst parts of 
the building were those connected with 
the accommodation given to the 
Reporters. Several of the rooms in which 
the Reporters had to work were not only 
dirty and undesirable but exceedingly 
bad from a sanitary point of view, and 
should receive the attention, at the 
earliest possible moment, of the respon- 
sible officials. In his opinion, various 
matters could be greatly improved. For 
instance, the present method of heating 
might very well be improved, but, at 
the same time, he felt bound to enter a 
protest against anything approaching a 
wholesale condemnation of the atmos- 
phere of [the Chamber. That certainly 
should not be held responsible for the 
gaps which occurred in their ranks from 
time to time, as, for instance, the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Argyll, to 
whom the hon. Gentleman referred, 
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whose death they all deplored and who 
was one of the most estimable Members 
of the House of Commons. The 
mortality among hon. Members, how- 
ever, should not be put down to the 
condition of the Chamber iteelf. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said he wished to refer to the 
electric fans in the lobbies. Members 
had no means of stopping them, 
although they might find the 
draught too great for their comfort. 
An electric fan had now been placed 
over each table, but there was no means 
by which it could be stopped if desired. 
He hoped his hon. friend would call 
the attention of the First Commissioner 
of Works to the matter. There was 
another matter to which he wished to 
refer, which was connected with the 
comfort of the visitors. He knew from 
his own experience that in [foreign 
Legislatures tacilities were provided for 
depositing coats and hats before entering 
the strangers’ galleries. A stranger 
entering the gallery in this House might 
have to pass with his coat and hat 
twenty or thirty other visitors to the 
general discomfort of all. It would be 
perfectly easy to provide accommodation 
for hats and coats under the charge of 
an attendant, and, if necessary, a small 
fee might be charged. Lord Windsor 
was very anxious to do everything in 
his power to promote the comfort of 
all sections of the House; and he was 
quite sure he would give attention to 
the matters he had mentioned. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.): Unfortunately there has 
been a delay in the presentation of 
the Committee’s Report on ventilation, 
with the result that it was impossible 
to carry out the work before Parlia- 
ment met. I had only the privilege 
of sitting on the Committee on two 
occasions; but, of course, [ am 
prepared to take my full share of 
responsibility for the Report, though 
I believe everyone will fully re- 
cognise that the credit of the Report 
is due entirely to my hon. friend 
the Member for the London University, 
who devoted an immense amount of 
labour and trouble to the work of 
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the Committee. With reference to the 
remarks of my hon. friend the Member 
for Dumbartonshire, as a matter of fact 
it was a surprise to many hon. Members 
when they found by experience and 
experiment that the atmosphere of 
the Chamber was so very satisfactory. 
Nevertheless, I do not wish to make 
things better than they are. Speaking 
for the Board of Works, I can only say 
we are oniy too glad that we have had 
the advantage of a strong Committee, 
which enabled us to have the service 
of their recommendations. The First 
Commissioner of Works has already 
approached the Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer, who, I understand, will allow us 
to bring in a Supplementary Estimate 
next year, which will enable us to deal 
more effectually with the first recom- 
mendations of the Committee, and I hope 
if those recommendations do not make 
the ventilation perfect they will go a long 
way towards it. It is a very difficult 
thing to ventilate this Chamber. I have 
heard that it is almost heartbreaking, and 
without considerable alteration, which 
would result in considerable disfigure- 
ment and comparatively little use, it 
would be almost impossible to ventilate 
it. So far as the appointment of a sani- 
tary officer is concerned we have not 
had time to give that matter considera 
tion. The Report was only issued on the 
24th July, and a subject of that sort re- 
quires considerable consideration, as_ is 
well known to those who take an interest 
in the matter. Our engineer, Mr. 
Rivers, is extremely well-qualified to carry 
out this business. He has not only a 
perfect knowledge of the House itself, but 
also of the Members, and he knows how 
difficult it is to please everybody. One 
case in point is the ventilation of the 
division lobbies. Hon. Members always 
thought, and the First Commissioner 
always thought he had taken steps to 
considerably improve the ventilation of 
the division lobbies. It is now wished 
that some further alterations should be 
made. My hon. friend wishes hon. 
Members to have the power to regulate the 
fans. That would prove a most unsatisfac- 
tory system, and, with the attendance we 
have, any hon. Gentleman is able 
very rapidly to call attention to a matter 
of which he complains. So far as the 
other cases are concerned, I will see into 
the matter, and bring the facts to the 





903 Consolidated Fund 


attention of the First Commissioner, es- 
pecially with regard to the more frequent 
cleaning of the floor. We are bringing 
in a machine called the vacuum cleaner, 
which will, no doubt, have the best 
possible effect. 


Mr. DELANY (Queens County, 
Ossory) called attention to the case of 
Miss Blane, the late assistant: to the post 
office at Portarlingtor, who, after 
twenty-eight and a half years true 
and faithful service, during the earlier 
portion of which she worked. sixteen 
hours a day, was discharged on the 30th 
of April last without either pension or 
gratuity. He contended that, being dis- 
charged by the surveyor, she was a 
servant of the Postmaster-General, and 
as such was entitled either toa gratuity of 
£1 or one week’s salary, whichever was 
the greater amount, for every year’s service. 
Such a gratuity in her case would amount 
to £28 10s. That was all he claimed for 
her. Ifthe law was so framed that it was 
possible for such an injustice to be done 
to persons who had rendered long and 
faithful service, it ought to be changed 
without delay. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) said that for some time past he 
had been pressing for the establishment of 
sea post offices on the Cunard Line of 
steamers, and he congratulated the Post- 
master-General on the fact that, under the 
fresh contract, new steamers were to have 
such offices provided. He desired to ask if 
anything had been done in regard to the 
steamers at present running across the 
Atlantic. The Postmaster-General at 
New York had urged that the British 
Postmaster-General should take up the 
matter energetically. On other lines of 
steamers on which sea post offices were 
provided he found that the space required 
was only small and the amount paid incon- 
siderable. It was of urgent importance 
that letters by the Cunard Line should 
he delivered as quickly as letters by the 
Hamburg-American, North-German Lloyd 
or the American Lines, but under present 
arrangements they were some hours later. 
He thought that if pressure had been 
brought to bear before the new contract 
was signed, the Cunard Line could not 
have refused to establish these sea post 
offices. There was no reason why they 


should not have been insisted upon, and he 
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would push the matter forward, as it was 
of great importance to business men and 
others. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.) said he had already informed the hon. 
Member that he had this matter under 
consideration and that communications 
were passing between himself and the 
other parties concerned. He was not 
able to give any more definite information, 
At the same time, there was in the new 
Cunard contract a provision that, if at 
any time post office accommodation should 
be required, the company would, in terms 
to be arranged by arbitration, provide 
such accommodation on all steamers 
employed in the mail service. But the 
question whether he exercised his right 
under that provision must depend on 
what he found to be the attitude of the 
American postal administration. He was 
making informal and unofficial inquiries, 
and until they were concluded he could 
not say more on the subject, except that 
the parallel the hon. Member drew withthe 
German steamers was not a fair criterion 
of the value of such accommodation. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I hope 
that we shall soon have these post 
offices ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the hon. Member might hope, but he 
must not expect more than could be 
fairly drawn from what he had said. 
As to the case referred to by the hon. 
Member for Queen’s County, the hon. 
Member was under some misapprehension 
as to the facts, and under a complete 
misapprehension as to the position of the 
Postmaster General. The Postmaster- 
General had no authority with regard to 
pensions or gratuities to any members of 
the staff; he could only make or refrain 
from making recommendations to the 
Treasury. The limit of his power was to 
refuse, in the case of a person whom he 
thought undeserving, to give the certificate 
required under the Superannuation Act 
that the person in question had served 
with diligence and fidelity and to the satis- 
faction of the head of his Department. The 
power to give a pension was expressly 
reserved by statute to the Treasury, 
whose decision was binding and final. 
The lady to whom the hon Member 
referred had never been in the direct 





hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
Mr. Victor Cavendish. 
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service of the Postmaster-General. The 
postmaster at Portarlington received, in 
addition to his ordinary remuneration, a 
special allowance out of which he had to 
provide whatever assistants he required. 
Miss Blane was one of the assistants so 
provided. She avas not paid by the 








a ce 


Postmaster-General out of monies placed 
at his disposal by Parliament ; she was 
not his servant, but the servant of the 
postmaster. It was quite true that she 
was given notice of discharge by direction 
of the Postmaster - General, because, 
ilthough she was not his servant, she was 
2xmpleyed for post office purposes, and it 
was necessary in the public interest to see 
chat efficient assistants were provided. 
Miss Blane was given three months’ 
notice to retire because she was reported 
to be inefficient. The hon. Member had 
not attempted to disprove that statement ; 
all he had done was to contend that 
because she was discharged by direction 
of the Postmaster-General she was his 
servant and not the servant of the post- 
master. 


Mr. DELANY pointed out that she 
was discharged under the age limit. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
she had reached the age of 60, but she was 
not discharged under the age-rule applic- 
able to established servants. In the 
opinion of the Treasury, assistants en- 
gaged by the postmaster, and paid by him 
out of the allowance which he received 
for the purpose, were not qualified under 
the Superannuation Act for pensions or 
gratuities. He would have been very 
glad had it been in his power to obtain a 
gratuity in this case, but in the opinion of 
the Treasury, whose discretion was 
absolute and decision final, the law did 
not permit any such grant to be made. 
It was suggested that if that was the case 
he ovght to effect a.change in the law. 
He doubted, however, whether any 
Minister would be in a hurry to re-open 
the question of superannuation. It was 
sufficiently difficult to deal with in the 
old days when discussions were briefer 
than to-day, but there would be little 
encouragement to take up so large a ques- 
tion at the present time. In any case 
it would not be for him as Postmaster- 
General to re-open the question. The 
rule was applicable to all branches of the 
Service, and any amending Bill would 
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have to be introduced, defended, 
carried through by the Treasury. 


Mr. DELANY asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman could not give a 
certificate for £1 for every year of 
service rendered by this lady. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
it was no use giving such a certificate, as 
the Treasury held that they had no 
power to make a grant. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL pressed for a 
reply on the point he had previously 
raised. 


THE SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL, Dublin 
University) said the complaint of the hon. 
Member was that a rate collector had 
been surcharged by one of the auditors 
appointed by the Local Government 
Board. In such a case the rate collector 
had two remedies. The first was to apply 
to the Local Government Board for a 
rehearing, and the Board had jurisdiction 
to hear the matter on any legal point or 
on its merits. This rate collector did 
appeal to the Local Government Board, 
who as he understood from the hon. Mem- 
ber’s statement, confirmed the decision 
of the auditor. The second remedy was 
for the person who thought himself 
aggrieved, to enter the Kings Bench 
Division and apply either for a mandamus 
or for a certiorari according to the facts of 
the case. According to the hon. Member 
the rate collector threatened that remedy, 
but owing to his poverty his solicicor was 
not provided with the necessary funds, and 
the case was not proceeded with. From the 
hon. Member’s statement he should draw 
the inference that the rate collector to 
whom he referred must have had a hope- 
lessly baci case. He did not think there was 
much cause for complaint in this case be- 
cause the rate collector had an appeal to 
the Local Government Board, and they 
decided the matter against him. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL asked if the 
Solicitor-General would undertake to ask 
the Local Government Board to reconsider 
this matter. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL said he 
doubted whether they had power to re- 
consider it because, once they had given 
their decision, he feared it was final. At 
the same time he would mention it. 
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Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for to-morrow. 


THE MOTOR-CARS BILL [LORDS]. 
As amended, further considered. 


Clause (Suspension of licence and dis- 
qualification )p— 


“In page 3, after Clause 3, to insert the fol- 
lowing clause: ‘(1) Any Court before whom 
a person is convicted of an offence under this 
Act, or of any offence in connection with the 
driving of a motor-car, other than a first 
offence, which consists solely of exceeding any 
limit of speed fixed under this Act—(a) may if 
the person convicted holds any licence under 
this Act, suspend that licence for such time as 
the Court thinks fit, and, if the Court thinks 
fit, also declare the person convicted disquali- 
fied for obtaining a lieence for such further 
time after the expiration of the licence as the 
Court thinks fit; and (4) may, if the person 
convicted does not hold ayy licence under this 
Act, declare him disqualified for obtaining a 
licence for such time as the Court thinks fit ; 
and (c) if the person convicted holds any licence 
under this Act, shall cause particulars of the 
conviction and of any order of the Court made 
under this section, to be endorsed upon any 
licence held by him, and shall also cause a 
copy of those particulars to be sent to the 
council by whom any licence so endorsed has 
been granted. (2) Any person so convicted, if 
he holds any licence under this Act, shall pro- 
duce the licence within a reasonable time, for 
the purposes of endorsement, and if he fails to 
do so shall be guilty of an offence under this 
Act. (3) A licence so suspended by the Court 
shall, during the term of suspension, be of no 
effect, and a person whose licence is suspended 
or who is declared by the Court to be disquali- 
fied for obtaining a licence skall during the 
period of suspension or disqualification be 
disqualified for obtaining a licence. (4) Any 
person who is by virtue of an order of the 
Court under this section disqualified for obtain- 
ing a licence may appeal against the order in 
the same manner as a person may appeal who 
isordered to beimprisoned without the option of 
afine ; and the Court may,if they think fit, pend- 
ing the appeal, defer the operation of the order. 
(5) If any person who under the provisions of 
this Act is disqualified for obtaining a licence, 
applies for or obtains a licence while he is so 
disqualitied, or if any person whose licence has 
been endorsed applies for or obtains a licence 
without giving particulars of the endorsement, 
that person shall be guilty of an offence under 
this Act, and any licence so obtained shall be 
of no effect.—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question “ That the 
clause be read a second time” put, and 


agreed to. 


Mr. 


shire, 


SCOTT - MONTAGU (Hamp- 
New Forest) said he thought 
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Bill. 908 
they ought to have some assurance 
that licences would not be taken away 
except for serious offences. It might 
be right to take away a licence for offences 
under Clause 1, but to deprive a man of 
his licence for simply exceeding the speed 
limit was rather harsh, and an excessive 
punishment. If his right hon. friend 
could meet them upon this point, he 
should be very much obliged. His 
friends, generally, loyally accepted the 
decisions which the House had arrived 
at the other night, although they did 
not think the. Bill was perfect, and 
their only object now was to amend 
the measure in such a way that it would 
be easily workable, and be a real benefit 
to the community. He begged to move 
his Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the proposed clause, to add 
the words ‘ A licence shall not be taken away 
or suspended, or any person disqualified from 
taking a licence under this Act, except in 
consequence of a conviction for an offence 
under Section 1 of this Act, or for dranken- 
ness whilst in charge of a motor-ear.’ °—(Mr. 


I Mr. 
Scott-Montagu.) 


said he 
would 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
public 


be there added.” 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, §S.) said that it had 
been represented to him that so far as thi 
provisionapplied to professional chauffeur 
there might be some hardship involved i 
depriving a man, who depended on drivin 
a motor-car for his livelihood, of his licene 
for a first offence of exceeding the spee 
limit by even a small amount. H 
suggested the Amendment he had on th 
Paper which would avoid drivers being 
deprived of their licence for the firs 
offence but expose them to that penalty 
for the second offence. 














*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said thatff whic 
did not exactly meet his point, and hegew ¢ 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to con#first ’ 
sider whether he could not put in thepnsist 
words “or second offence,” and deal withfeed — 
the third offence as the one upon which }pply t 
the licence would be taken away. f his 

mend 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 

E.) thought the right hon. Gentleman) *Mr 
might accept this suggestion because anfo with 
offence against the speed limit might be 
committed quite unconsciously. | Ame 
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Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) also 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
agree to this suggestion, because a ser- 
vant, driving his master out, had to go at 
the speed his master wished, and it would 
be rather hard if in consequence a driver 
lost his licence, and thereby lost his 
means of livelihood. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the Amend- 
nent in its present form would not carry 
at the object of the clause because the 
frst sub-section dealt with this penalty 
ad imposed it with regard to the first 
dence. It was a little difficult to alter 
tie clause as it stood on the Paper in 
eder to adopt the Amendment of his hon. 
fiend. He did not wish to make the Bill 
unduly harsh, but he thought there ought 
» be a distinction between the first 
and second and subsequent offences, and he 
jeferred the clause as itstood onthe Paper. 
f, however, the House desired to suspend 
he licence after the second offence he had 
10 objection. 
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Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would not accept this Amendment. The 
public ought to be protected from reckless 
driving, and it was to the driver they 
nust look for protection. The knowledge 
that a driver would suffer severely for 
iB breaking the law was a necessary protec- 
tion in order to secure the safety of the 
public. Therefore he hoped the right 
bon. Gentleman would stand firm against 
this Amendment. 





















*Mr. MURRAY (Coventry) said that 
i any person drove a motor-car recklessly 
lt would be dealt with severely under 
te Ist Section of the Act. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it would 
necessary to strike out the words 
which consists” in the third line of his 
w clause, and insert after the word 
first” the words “or second offence 
nsisting solely of exceeding any limit of 
ed under this Act.” That would not 
vhich }pply to reckless driving or other offences. 
f his hon. friend would withdraw his 
mendment he would move those words. 


ce 


Clare, 
leman| *Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU asked leave 
ise anto withdraw his Amendment. 
ht be ; 
| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn line 3 of proposed clause, after the word 
‘first,’ to leave out the words ‘ offence which 
consists,’ and insert the words ‘or second 
offence consisting.’ ”—( Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Clause (Power to prohibit Motor-cars 
on special roads). 


“In page 4, after Clause 6, to insert the fol- 
lowing clause: ‘The Local Government Board 
may, byregulations made under Section 6 of the 
principal Act, prohibit or restrict the driving 
of any motor-cars, or of any special kind of 
motor-cars on any specified eloour, or part 
of a highway, which does not exceed sixteen 
feet in width, or on which ordinary motor-car 
traflic would, in their opinion, be especially 
dangerous,’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long). 


Brought up, and read the first time 


Motion made and Question, “ That the 
Clause be read a second time,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Clause added to the Bill. 


Clause (Regulations as to maximum 
weight of cars). 


“In page 5, after Clause 9, to insert the fol- 
lowing clause: ‘ (1) The Local Government 
Board by regulations made under Section 6 
of the principal Act may, as respects any class 
of vehicle mentioned in the regulations, in- 
crease the maximum weights of three tons and 
four tons mentioned in Section | of that Act 
subject to any conditions as to the use and 
construction of the vehicle which may be made 
by the regulations. (2) The power of the 
Local Government board to make regulations 
under Section 6 of The Locomotives on 
Highways Act, 1896, shall, as respects motor- 
cars exceeding two tons in weight unladen, 
include a power to make regulations as to 
speed.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long). 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘“ That 
the Clause be read a second time,” put, 
and agreed to. 


Clause added to the Bill 


The next Amendment on the Paper 
was a new clause standing in the name 
of Mr. T. M. HEALY, providing for the 
payment of compensation for accidents 
resulting in a child’s death. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said his 


hon. and learned friend the Member 
for North Louth was not present, 
but as he had intended to put down a 
similar clause, he presumed he would be 
in order in moving that standing in the 
name of his hon. friend. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid not. 
A new clause can only be moved by the 
hon. Member who puts it down. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
not then within my right to move a 
similar clause now 2? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No, the hon. 
Member has net given the notice which 
must be given of a new clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) at this 
point entered the House and moved the 
clause standing in his name. He said that 
the change in the law which he proposed 
would make the law in England and 
Ireland similiar to that now existing in 
Scotland. There were dangers attaching 
to motor-car running, and when accidents 
resulted in the death of a child it was 
particularly desirable that the motorist 
should be liable to pay some amount at 
any rate. He did not think it was an 
unfair proposal, and the Government, at 
all events, should not oppose it in 
principle. He begged to move. 


Clause (Compensation for accidents 
resulting in child’s death). 

“From and after the passing of this Act, 
where the death of a minor is caused in 
England or Ireland by a light locomotive under 
circumstances which would amount to an 
offence against this Act, the father or mother 
of the child may recover damages against the 
owner of the hght locomotive, although no 
direct pecuniary loss resulted from such death 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the cl be read 1 time.” 
at the clause be read a second time. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
took great interest in this matter also. 
He thought it would be recognised by 
everybody that the clause dealt with what 
was undoubtedly a grievance. In the 
case of an accident where a child was 
seriously injured, damages could be 
recovered from the person responsible for 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 


912 


the accident, but if a person caused an 
accident which resulted in the death of a 
child, there was absolutely no remedy in 
the way of compensation. Of course, if 
the child was dead, and there was no 
monetary loss to the parents, there was no 
action for damages as in the case of the 
death of a person upon whose labour his 





relatives might have to depend. In the 
case where there were a number of 
young children, one of whom was killed 
through the negligence of a motor- 
car driver, the father might reasonably 
and fairly ask to be compensated 
for the loss, and the sum of money 
received might be used for the education 
of the brothers and sisters of the child 
killed. It might be said that they should 
not limit compensation to accidents 
resulting from motor-cars, and that the 
same law should apply to four-in-hand 
carriages. They were dealing with 
motor-cars at the present time, and that 
was why the question came up. But he 
thought they were all agreed that the 
law ought to be altered. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sr 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 








the proposal was to apply what was at 
present the law of Scotland to accidents 
occurring through motors in Englan 
and Ireland. He was not surprised tha 
the hon. and learned Member h 
brought forward this matter. A mo 
deplorable case of accident was brough 
under his notice by the hon. Member fo 
East Clare. Of course he agreed wit 
the hon. Member that there were many 
points in the law of Scotland whicl 
might be, with advantage, applied sout 
of the Tweed. Though he was a 
English lawyer he was still a Scotchman 
The law of England and Ireland w 
well settled on the matter that compensa 
tion could be given, under such circum 
stances, only where pecuniary loss wa 
oceasioned by the death. It might be 
matter for consideration at some futur 
time whether that principle might not 
modified, and the giving of a solatiwm 
allowed, as it was allowed by the law of 
Scotland. But he thought everyone 














would agree that it would be a very 
extraordinary,thing to have one law, in| 
a matter of this kind, in the case of motors 
and another law in the case of carriages. 
This Bil) dealing with the law oi 
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motors would render the law almost 
grotesque if one principle was applied 


in this case and another in all 
other cases. Under those circumstances, 
while he appreciated the motive 


which had led to the moving of the 
Amendment, and more particularly in 
view of the deplorable accident to which 
his attention had been called, he would 
suggest to the House that the Amend- 
ment ought not to be allowed. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
the clause only proposed to give effect 
tothe volume of feeling in the country 
that the law should be altered in the 
direction indicated. One of the most 
competent County Councils in the 
country had passed a resolution exactly 
on the lines of the clause moved by the 
hon. Member. The argument as to the 
application of a different law to a motor- 
car from that applied to a coach was 
one which would not hold water. A 
coach or a carriage did not inflict the 
injury and the devastation, and was not 
guilty of the massacres of which motor- 
cars had been guilty. He hoped the hon. 
Member would take the opinion of the 
House on this clause. It would con- 
siderably assist the Attorney-General in 
pressing on the Government the desir- 
ability of bringing the English and Irish 
law up tothe high standard of that of 
Scotland. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he did not think the 
objection made to this clause by the 
Attorney-General was altogether a valid 
objection. It was based merely upon 
the pedantry of the law as it existed. 
He did not see why a motorist who was 
responsible for an accident in England 
should not suffer, while in Scotland he 
would have to pay a considerable penalty. 
That was a condition of things which 
ought to be remedied. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said _ he 
admitted that there should be a general 
alteration of the law, and that there 
should not be one law for motorists 
and another for carriages. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER said that was 


.| just what he ventured to describe as the 


pedantry of the legal view. He did not 
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see why they should not modify the law 
whenever they had an opportunity. He 
thought they should modify it in this 
case and say that the killing of 
a child in England or Ireland 
would be followed by the same penalty 
as it would be in Scotland. He knew 
himself that there was a great deal of 
dread and fear on the part of the 
public with regard to motor-car driving, 
and every little provision they could 
put into this Bill which would reassure 
the public, would be to the advantage 
both of the motorists and of the 
public. He did not see any objection 
to this clause being inserted from the 
point ot view of motorists themselves. 
They drove generally with great care 
and skill, and he had nothing to say 
against them. Of course there were ex- 
ceptions, and the exceptions were those 
particular gentlemen who were described 
as “road hogs.” These gentlemen did 
not receive any sympathy from any 
section of the House of Commons. But 
the motorists who drove their cars 
carefully though rapidly would be 
anxious to have everything put into 
this Bill that would reassure the publio 
mind. The acceptance of this clause 
would have the additional advantage of 
improving the general law and placing 
it on the same high level as that of 
Scotland. 


Mr. SPEAR said he certainly thought 
that where a motorist broke the law 
and killed a child he ought to pay 
compensation. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said if 
his hon. and learned friend went to a 
division he would vote for this clause. 
It proposed to extend, to a particular 
class of cases, the obviously just and 
righteous law which prevailed in 
Scotland. Motor-car traffic was a new 
feature on the highways, and these 
vehicles were much more likely to lead 
to loss of life than horse drawn vehicles. 
Therefore, when they had a Bill dealing 
with this new invention of science, they 
should apply the principles of equity, 
and not be hampered by any mere 
technicality or analogy with other laws. 
There was a _ precedent for what 
was proposed in the law of Scotland. 
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What has happened would happen con-| *Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West. 


stantly. Nothing would operate as such 
a deterrent to drivers of motor-cars as to 
have the terror of this clause before them. 
Tt would touch them upon the most 
sensitive part; and there would be a 
dread that if a child was run over, the 
parent of that child would have compensa- 
tion adjudicated to him by a jury. The 
clause only provided for compensation to 
a parent, but the child might be an orphan, 
and he suggested that the clause might 
be extended so as to include compensation 
to guardians. 


* Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said he did 
not oppose the clause, and he might say 
that he had never heard of a child who 
had been killed by being run over by a 
motor-car. He hoped, however, that if 
this clause were accepted, the principle 
would be extended so as to include every 
vehicle ; otherwise they would have the 
anomaly of motor-vans being liable while 
horse-drawn vans were not, and that 
would be unjust. 


Mayor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said he 
would sapport the clause of his hon. 
and learned friend; but it was most 
annoying to hear the useless reiteration 
of certain hon. Members in their talk 
about massacres, as if every motor-car 
driver was a sort of a Herod who went out 
on to the road to murder children. He 
knew that the public mind had been 
alarmed unnecessarily about motor-cars, 
and that was largely due to the speeches 
and writing of prejudiced men, who had 
resolved that this industry should be 
knocked on the head if they could manage 
it. He asked hon. Members to vote for 
this clause, and to realise that the people 
connected with the motor industry had 
every desire to see it conducted with safety. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said it did not seem to him to be 
necessary to have such a display of 
feeling on either side in regard to this 
clause. He thought that the proposal in 
the clause was only fair-—that where there 
had been a breach of the Act, either by 
reckless driving, or excessive speed, and 
a fatal accident occurred, there should be 
a right of compensation. It should be 
remembered that parents had an accruing 
interest in the lives of their children. 


Mr. Hemphill 





minster) said he would be sorry if all the 
support for this clause came from the 
other side of the House. He entirely 
approved of the principle, and if this were 
a Bill dealing with horse-drawn vehicles 
he should like to see it applied to them, 
If it was necessary to prove pecuniary 
loss before an action for damages could 
lie, surely the parents lost all they had 
spent on the child up to the time of its 
death, and all the support they might 
expect in their old age when the child 
grew into a man. e confessed that 
he would be naturally influenced by the 
legal or constitutional argument of the 
right hon. and _ learned  Attorney- 
General, but if they waited till a general 
law were passed on such matters as that 
dealt with by the clause under discussion, 
they might have to wait till Doomsday. 
As the Attorney-General only objected 
to this clause on the ground of its being 
special legislation, and otherwise approved 
of the principle, he would make a sugges- 
tion which would relieve the situation 
and possibly induce the hon. Member 
(Mr. Healy) to withdraw the clause. 
Weuld the Attorney-General undertake 
to bring in a Bill next session to amend 
the general law in this respect’? If not, 
he (the speaker) would vote for the clause. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said that this 
was a clause which he would be very 
glad to see applied to all traffic on the 
highways. It was very seldom that one 
noticed in the papers the death of a child 
by being run over by a motor-car, but 
very often they saw reports of children 
being killed by being run over by drays 
or vans. He supported the clause, but 
expressed the hope that at some future 
date the Attorney-General would apply 
the principle, by means of a general law, 
to all classes of traffic on the highways. 


Stir ROBERT FINLAY said that he 
should certainly, in conjunction with the 
Attorney-General for Ireland, and the 
Lord Advocate for Scotland, take the 
matter into consideration ; but he was 
bound to say that it was surrounded with 
a great many difficulties which were not 
fully appreciated by the House, and he 
must*not be understood to pledge the 
Government in any way to legislation. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said 
that as he understood the law at present, 
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a master was not responsible for an acci- 
dent caused by his coachman when act- 
ting outside the scope of his proper 
employment. Why should the owner 
of a motor-car be made responsible for 
the acts of his driver if he were acting 
outside his responsible duty? He there- 
fore deprecated any alteration at this 
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AYES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lambert, George 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal/) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 


O’Brien, 
O’Connor, Jas. — 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

Paulvon, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


NOES. 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James He 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, oe A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn. Ld.G(Midd’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
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stage, and in the present Bill, of the 
well-established principles of the law 
relating to responsibility for accidents. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes 69; Noes. 
(Division List, No. 259.) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Samuel, Herbt. L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, DavidJames 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Toulmin, George 

Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. ( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
William Redmond, 


Horner, Frederick William 
Howard,Jno.( Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Legge. Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, KeginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton,ArthurH. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bite 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Seely,MajJ.E. B.(Isle of Wight 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he did not 
wish to occupy time by discussing this 
matter. The Amendment was a reason- 
able one, and he hoped it would be 
accepted. He begged to move. 


Sha 





Clause (Cars at rest upon highways.) 


“ Where the driver of a motor-car requires to 
visit any house or shop for the pur ot 
business or refreshment it shall be lawful for 
him so to do, provided the engine of the car 
has been stopped; but nothing herein con- 
tained shall relieve from any penalty for 
causing obstruction when the driver, after a 
reasonable interval, has been required by a 
constable, or the owner or occupier of any 
adjacent premises, to proceed.”—(Mr. 7. M. 
Healy.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second 
time.”’ 


Smr ROBERT FINLAY said the clause 
was not desirable. It was lawful for a 
motorist, so long as he did not create an 
obstruction, to stop in the road for any 
length of time. 


Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘In page 1, line 12, to leave out Sub- 
section 2.”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn e 1, line 22, after the word 
‘constable,’ to insert the words ‘in uniform on 
duty.’” —(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. DALZIEL supported the Amend- 
ment on the ates that if there had 
been no offence committed the constable 
had no right to stop him at all. 
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, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Col. William George 
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Whiteley, H(A shton-und. Lyne 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 
Sir Alexander Acland. 
Hood and Mr, Anstruther, 


m. E. 








Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the clause 
which they were now discussing was a 
clause for apprehending any driver who 
committed an offence. If an offence had 


been committed no objection could he 
raised. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) asked who was going to 
be the judge. A man might be 
stopped for committing an offence 
which a policeman thought he had 
committed, but that offence had to 
be proved. He hoped the Amendment 
would be pressed. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said it seemed 
to him only right and consistent with the 
duty of a constable that, whether in or 
out of uniform, he should apprehend if he 
saw an offence had been committed. 















Mason JAMESON said this clause 
ought certainly to be altered. He was 
strongly in favour of the Amendment and 
hoped it would be passed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG appealed to the 
Committee to arrive at a decision on this 
question. The provision in __ this 
section gave less power of arrest than 
any other Act dealing with ordinary 
traffic on the highway, and, therefore, 
it could not be contended that motorists 
were penalised to a greater extent than 
other people. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU aid 
motorists were also under the Highway 
Act of 1835, and therefore could b 
arrested by any person. How was 
motorist to know if a man came ou 
from behind a building in a tweed coat 
and pot hat that he was a policeman ! 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said he now desired to move the 
Amendment, which provided that 4 
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policeman should only be able to 


arrest when he actually saw the offence 
committed. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 23, leave out the words 
‘who commits,’ and to insert the words ‘whom 
he sees commit.’ ”—(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘who commits’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG hoped this 
Amendment would not be pressed. The 
clause was perfectly clear, and no good 
could be done by altering the words. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 24, to leave out the words, 
‘and who,’ and insert the words ‘ if he.’” 


“In page 1, line 25, to leave out the word, 
‘ whose,’ and insert the words ‘ if the.’”—(Mr. 
Walter Long.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY called attention to 
the fact that the word “ and,” in line 
28should read “ or.” 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, further consideration of the Bill, 
as amended, stood adjourned till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


STRABANE, RAPHOE, AND CONVOY 
RAILWAY BILL [BY ORDER]. 


Lords Amendments further considered. 


Lords Amendment— 


‘In the Title, page 1, line 2, to leave out 
the word ‘railway,’ and insert the words ‘a 
railway.’ ” 


The first Amendment, again read. 


Question again proposed, “ That this 
House doth agree with the Lords in the 
said Amendment.” 


Mr. MOONRY said he was a member 
of the Committee which considered this 
Bill upstairs. The Bill, as originally 
drafted, proposed three railways, one of 
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which was dropped. The other two 
railways formed a continuous line from 
Strabane to Letterkenny, but the Lords 
had struck out railway No. 2 and had 
only granted the railway as far as Convoy. 
The Committee upstairs sanctioned the 
two railways because they considered 
that they would link up the whole County 
of Donegal. The Bill, as amended by the 
Lords, would only provide for a spur 
railway. He was authorised to say that 
if this Bill had come to that House earlier 
in the session the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee would himself have moved the 
rejection of the Lords Amendment. In 
view of the statement which had been 
made by the Chief Secretary, he hoped 
the promoters would take the Bill as it 
stood and come to Parliament next 
session for railway No. 2. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) said 
as a portion of the County Donegal was 
affected by the difference which had 
been made in this Bill in the other House, 
he would just like to say a few words 
in support of the Amendment of his 
hon. friend. If the Bill had been carried 
in its original form it would have afforded 
a speedy transit for fish, which was the 
main industry of that part of the country, 
with only one transhipment to the 
port of exportation for England, and 
thus conduced in all probability to a 
large fresh fish trade growing up. Having 
regard to the efforts made this session, and 
last, to developthis industry, it was of great 
importance that any Bill to promote the 
industry should not be mutilated. As 
the Bill stood they were no better off 
than they were before. He associated 
himself with the Motion of his hon. friend, 
and protested against what had been 
done in the other House. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): As 
representing the constituency in which 
Strabane was situated, he hoped the 
Chief Secretary would be able to carry 
out his promise to have this length 
of railway completed. As originally 
suggested, Letterkenny at one end and 
Strabane at the other were to be the 
termini of the railway, and if that idea 
were carried out there would be a direct 
means of transhipment to England. 
As the Bill now stood, the object of the 
promoters had been completely defeated 
by what had taken place. The hon. 





Member for Donegal was not desirous of 
212 
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pushing this Motion to a conclusion and 
so lose the Bill altogether. He had only 
moved it to call attention to what had 
been done. 





*Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
trusted the Government next session 
would do all they could to help this 
very important undertaking. It would 
be a most profitable railway, and he 
hoped the protest of the Irish Members 
would have its effect. These lines would 
be a great benefit to the people in that 
part of Ireland. He protested against 
what had taken place in the House of 
Lords, where a number of Scotch Lords, 
entirely unconnected with Ireland, had 
ruthlessly thrown out a Bill which had 
the unanimous support of a Committee 
of the House of Commons, and would 
have greatly benefited a very prosperous 
and thickly-populated district of Ireland. 


Dr. MACDONNELL (Queen’s Co., 
Leix.) said before the Bill left 
the House he might say, after the 
strong expressions of opinion by the 
right hon. Gentleman at the afternoon 
sitting, he thought, on behalf of the 
promoters of the line, he would not be 
further justified in opposing the Lords 
Amendments. The promoters thought 
that not only to the right hon. Gentle- 
man but to the Irish Government, they 
owed a deep debt of gratitude for the 
strong position they had taken up in 
the matter. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Subsequent Lords Amendments agreed 


to. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL [LORDS] (BY 
ORDER). 


Ordered, That Standing Order 235 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
a second time.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read a second time, 
and committed. 


AUCHTERARDER TOWN COUNCIL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


{< Considered ; read the third time, and 
passed. 
Mr. Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

‘In page 1, line 28, to leave out the word 
‘and’ and insert the word ‘or.’”—(Mr. Walter 
Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said the clause 
did not say who the false address was 
given to. It might be to a little boy and 
then an offence was committed. This 
as at very important point. This clause 
was a present set up would knock the 
motor industry on the head. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 29, after the word ‘address’ 
to insert the words ‘toa police constable in 
uniform on duty.’’’— (Mr. Louis Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG ventured to 
appeal to his noble friend not to press 
this Amendment, and not to move 
any similar Amendments on the Paper. 
The hon. Gentleman did not realise that 
there was considerable interest at 
stake on this Bill passing through the 
House, and on its operation after it passed ; 
if the hon. Gentleman insisted on moving 
Amendments of this kind, in future, he 
would be doing the greatest possible 
damage to the motor traffic of this country. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, to leave out lines 15 to 24.” 
—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said in regard 
to the next Amendment, whilst he was 
anxious that no injustice should be done 
to the driver, at the same time they were 
determined to throw upon him the re- 
—* of seeing that his number was 
distinct. 
was to make it clear that the driver 
should see that his number, which was the 
means of identification, was not obscured. 
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In order to insure that, he proposed to in- 
sert these words. If then he had taken 
reasonable and practical means to keep 
his number clear, he would not be liable. 
He asked the Committee to accept these 
words. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 30, after the word ‘ that 
to insert the words ‘ He has taken all —_ 
reasonably practicable to prevent.’ ”—(Mr. 
Walter Long.) 


> 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
personally he would prefer the words he 
had suggested. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘had been,’ and to insert the word ‘ being.’” 

“In page 2, lines 31 and 32, to leave out the 
words ‘by unavoidable causes arising from 
natural conditions over which he had no 
control.’ ” 

‘In page 2, line 37, at end, to insert the 
words ‘and (b) the Council of any County 
or County Borough in which the business 
premises of any manufacturer of or dealer in 
motor-cars are situated, may, on payment of 
such annual fee, not exceeding £3, as the 
council require, assign to that manu- 
facturer or dealer a general identitication 
mark which may be used for any car on trial 
after completion, or on trial by an intending 
purchaser, and a person shall not be liable to a 
penalty under this section while so using the 
car if the mark so assigned is fixed upon the 
car in the manner required by the council in 
accordance with regulations of the Local 
Government Board made under this Act.’”— 
(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said the 
Amendment he now desired to move 
simply proposed to make a person who 
transgressed the clause liable to a penalty 
of £5 instead of imprisonment. He 
instanced the case of a man taken ill on 
a journey and handing his car over to 
another person to take to its destination ; 
under such circumstances a fine would 
be quite sufficient. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill—, 


“In page 3, to leave out the words of line12, 
and insert the words ‘liable, on summary 
conviction, to a fine not exceeding £5.’”—(Mr. 
Louis Sinclair.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
— to be left out stand part of the 
ill.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it must be 
assumed that a certain amount of common 
sense would be exercised in dealing with 
such a measure as this, and nobody would 
take the word “employ ” to include the 
case mentioned by the hon, Member 
Apart from such extreme cases, the 
Government held that every driver must 
have a licence, and they could not accept 
the Amendment on the slender grounds 
which had been put forward. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford) 
moved to raise from sixteen to seventeen 
years the age at which a person would 
be eligible to obtain a licence. A youth 
of sixteen could hardly be expected to 
possess those qualities of nerve, judg- 
ment, and skill which were generally 
associated with older persons. The age 
for cab-drivers and locomotive-drivers 
was higher than sixteen years, and he 
hoped the Amendment would commend 
itself to the House. 


Amc ndment proposed to the Bill— 


‘In page 3, line 16, to leave out the word 
‘sixteen’ and insert the word ‘seven- 
teen.’”—(Mr. Arthur Morton.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘sixteen’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had had 
representations made to him from both 
sides on this question. On the one hand, 
it was said that a boy of sixteen might 
run amuck and do an enormous amount 
of damage, while it was urged, on the 
other hand, that, if the age were limited, 
a great injury would be done to a grow- 
ing industry, and that lads trained in a 
motor-school were just as capable to 
drive at sixteen as at seventeen or 
eighteen years of age. He had en- 
deavoured to arrive at fair conclusions 
on the various matters dealt with in the 
Bill, but this was one with regard to 
which he had no definite opinion, and he 
would leave it to the House to say for 
themselves whether the age should be 
sixteen or seventeen. 
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Mr. BROADHURST thought that 
sixteen was an exceedingly low age for a 
lad to be placed in charge of one of these 
powerful machines, which were as diffi- 
cult and dangerous as a torpedo boat, 
and whose terrors would be enormously 
increased if they were to be driven by 
mere schoolboys. According to the 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy, it took five 
years to learn to drive a motor-car, so 
that a lad would have to begin at the 
age of eleven, or three years before he 
was permitted to leave the elementary 
school. The age ought certainly not to be 
lower than seventeen, and if the proposal 
could be amended to make it eighteen 
he would gladly support the higher 
limit. 


Mr. DALZIEL thought the Amend- 
ment was not oneof first-class importance. 
Some of the best drivers of motor-cars 
were young men of fifteen years of age, 
and he knew of one young lady of fifteen 
who would drive with any expert he 
knew. With regard to the period of 
training necessary, what hehad said was 
that to learn to take the machine to pieces 
and to understand every possible dis- 
organisation would take the best part of 
three years. But what the House had to 
bear in mind was the case of parents, who, 
looking round fora calling for their sons, 
saw that this industry was growing into 
popularity, and, believing that in it was 
to be found a congenial and remunerative 
employment, paid considerable premiums 
in order that their sons, at the age of 
twelve or thirteen, might be taught the 
mastery of the machine with a view to 
becoming drivers. He did not think it 
a vital point of the Bill, but he hoped 
the age of sixteen would be adhered to. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS understood 
the object of the Bill to be to give reason- 
able privileges to a new invention, and 
at the same time to protect the 
public against the dangers and in- 
conveniences which had been constantly 
felt in connection with motor-cars. If 
these complicated machines were to be 
allowed to travel along the highways at 
an unprecedented rate of speed, involving 
dangers which required great judgment 
and decision on the part of the driver, 
it would be contrary to the objects of 


{COMMONS} 








Bill 


the Bill to place in charge youths of six- 
teen years of age. Considering the general 
intention of the Bill, he thought it was 
more in consonance with the public 
interest that the age should be seventeen. 
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*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU maintained 
that the modern motor-car was s0 
controllable in its nature that there was 
really no harm in a boy of sixteen being 
in charge. He believed that any person of 
average intelligence at the age of sixteen 
was fit to betrusted with a motor-car. One 
of the great evils, which motorists hoped 
to counteract, was the driving of cars by 
persons who were not properly qualified, 
but if the age were raised to seventeen it 
would be difficult to commence to train 
men as young as was desirable. He hoped 
to see the day when a proper body would 
give certificates for motor-driving just 
as the Jockey Club gave licenses to 
jockeys, but if the age at which men 
could begin to drive was placed so high 
there would not be the same opportunity 
of training them. If men were to be 
properly trained they must be “caught 
young,” and sixteen was not too low an 
age if they were to be trained as they 
should be. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) thought that boys of sixteen 
were in many cases competent to con- 
trol motor-cars, and that parents and 
guardians might be trusted to prevent 
their undertaking duties of this 
character unless they were competent to 
do so. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
expressed the opinion that owners of 
such costly machines as motor-cars 
were not likely to entrust them to incom- 
petent persons. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
approved of beginning to train the 
drivers of these powerful machines 
as early as sixteen years of age, and 
urged that they should have two 
or three years training in the work 
shop. Boys were not permitted to drive 
locomotive engines, although they had 
acouple of rails to run on. Moreover, 


Jads of sixteen had not the sufficient 
strength of wrist to turn a spanner or 
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screwdriver. 


responsibility of drivers. 


Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, N.) 
contended that for powerful :nachines, 
which were most dangerous if carelessly 
handled, it was necessary to have drivers 
with an experience of the road, a 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.Z.) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt, Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Campbell J.H.M (Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston S 
Cochrane, Hon. ‘Thos. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Dalziel, James Hen 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
uke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, ie. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


ncer 
. A. E. 


He thought that eighteen 
or nineteen would be a more suitable age 
for allowing them to take the full 





Fison, Frederick William 


Aciand-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Astwdahh, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Bigwood, James 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 

pean, John (Armagh, 8.: 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Chapman, Edward 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Delany, William | 
Doogan, P. C. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
| Gurdgn, Sir W. Brampton 


| Helder, Au 
| Hemphill, 
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AYES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Sir ay (Cornwall 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
come ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon’ 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Doherty, William 





Paulton, James Mellor 


NOES. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 


Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South | 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W. Kaymond (Cambs. ) 
Groves, James Grimble 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
Healy, Timothy Michael 

tus 
t. Hon. Charles H. | 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. | 


| Henderson, Arthar (Durham) | 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 
Howard,Johu(Kent,Faversh’m | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Joyce, Michael 

Keswick, William | 
Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.) | 
Lawson,Jn.Grant( Yorks. N.R. | 
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knowledge of what horses and drivers 
could do, and of what was likely to 
happen, which could hardly be expected 
from a boy of sixteen. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 79 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 260.) 


Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest Georze 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rea, Russell 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Zifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleviand) 
Seely, Chas, Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.([sleof Wight 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Talbot, Lord E (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Scott-Montagu and 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Loder, Gera d Walter Erskine 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Mount, William Arthur 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plummer, Walter R. 

Purvis, Robert 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
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Spencer, RtHon CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred (Mi ry 
Thompson, DrEC(Monaghn,N. 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Word “seventeen” there inserted in 
the Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 3, line 17, after the word ‘ licence,’ 
to insert the words ‘except that a licence 
limited to driving motor-cycles may be granted 
to a person over the age of fourteen years.’”— 
(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 25, to leave out the words 
‘or his horse or vehicle,’ and insert the words 
‘whether on foot, on horseback, or in a vehicle, 
or to any horse or vehicle in charge of any 
person.’” 

“Tn page 3, line 29, after the word ‘liable’ to 
insert the words ‘on summary conviction.’” 

“In page 3, line 30, to leave out the word 
‘each,’ and insert the words ‘the first.’ ” 

“In page 3, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘on summary conviction.’” 

“In page 3, line 31, to leave out the words 
‘or in the case of a,’ and insert the words ‘and 
in respect of the.’ ” 

“In page 3, line 31, to leave out the word 
‘conviction,’ and insert the words ‘ offence to 
a fine.’” 

“In page 3, line 33, to leave out the words 
‘shall be subject.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 33, after the word ‘or’ to 
insert the words ‘in the discretion of the 
Court.’” —(Mr Walter Long.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU asked why 
the right hon. Gentleman proposed to in- 
sert those words. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was 
simply a small drafting Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 2, to leave out the words 
‘and giving.’ “—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


{COMMONS} 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und.-Lyn 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R( Bath 
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Wylie, Alexander 


Mr. Morton and Mr, 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES~ 
| Llewellyn. 
| 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 4, line 3, after the word ‘register’ 
to insert ‘and the giving of those parti- 
culars.’ ”"—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

‘*In page 4, line 28, to leave out the words 
‘provided that,’ and insert the words ‘but a 
person shall not under any circumstances drive 
a motor-car on a public highway at a speed ex- 
ceeding twenty miles per hour, and.’” —(Mr, 
Walter Long.) 


Question “That the words ‘provided 
that’ stand part of the Bill,” put, and 
negatived. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment to the Bill— 


“ To leave out the word ‘and’ and insert 
the words ‘ between sunrise and one hour 
after sunset, or at a speed exceeding 
twelve miles an hour from one hour after 
sunset until sunrise on the following day.’ "— 
(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 


‘and’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment to the Bill.” 
Mr. WALTER LONG said his 


objection to the Amendment was that he 
believed it would constitute a fresh 
danger to the public. Under this Bill 
the House was enacting that every one 
must drive to the general safety of the 
public. There were nights, no doubt, 
when a driver might be able to see as 
well as in the day time ; but in his judg- 
ment it would be very dangerous to put 
in the Bill a provision that the rate of 
speed at night time should be twelve miles 
an hour. It was incumbent on drivers 


speed at which they drove cars on dark 
nights, for over a great part of the 
journey they would be passing through 
dark and narrow roads. Twelve miles 





an hour would be an excessive speed in 








of motor-cars to exercise caution as to the | 
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the majority of cases at night, and he 
trusted that the House would impose the 
obligation on drivers to consider the 
safety of the public. This proposal con- 
stituted a very great danger to the 
public, and he hoped the House would 
not accept it. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) saw no reason why a limit 
should not be put in for driving at 
night. Even upon moonlight nights, 
under the most favourable circumstances, 
twelve miles an hour could not be 
exceeded. He thought twelve miles an 
hour was quite as reasonable for the night 
as for the day. It was most important that 
in the night the limit should be fixed. 


Mr. WILLIAM M‘ARTHUR (Corn- 
wall, St. Austell) thought that twelve 
miles an hour was too high a speed for 
night time. The main consideration for 
drivers should be the safety of the public 
rather than any adherence to a hard and 
fast limit. He sincerely hoped the 
Government would not accept the 
Amendment of his hon. friend behind 
him. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth) said he belonged to a class of 
people who still rode a bicycle, and he 
confessed that motor-cars interfered with 
his enjoyment by day. If a man saw his 
way, and the road and the night was 
clear, why should he not go as fast as he 
liked ? There was less chance cf destroy- 
ing anybody else. If he was driving on 
an intricate and difficult road, he would 
not wish to drive at a reckless speed. 
If there was any occasion on which they 
could give licence to drivers and leave the 
matter of speed to their discretion, it was 
at night. A man would not wish to 
destroy himself, or his motor-car. He, 
therefore, would not limit the speed as 
proposed. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said the 
different natural conditions of day and 
night dictated the speeds. Days were, 
for motor purposes, practically uniformly 
light, but the light at night varied from 
almost daylight to pitch darkness, and 
a night limit would be both useless 
and wrong, especially as there was 
generally less traffic at night. The 
proposed limit was absolutely un- 
necessary. 


{11 Aucust 1903} 
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Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Proposed words there inserted in the 
Bill. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. 


“In page 4, line 32, to leave out the words 
‘the speed of any,’ and insert the words ‘a 
— shall not drive a.’”—(Mr. Walter 


ong.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. DALZIEL moved an Amendment 
providing that no conviction should 
take place under the section unless the 
exact and measured rate of speed was 
produced. The President of the Local 
Government Board had thought it right 
to insert a speed limit in the Bill. He 
still thought the right hon. Gentleman 
was wrong, and he ventured to say, 
if the question were properly discussed, 
the House would support that opinion. 
But they had now to recognise the fact 
that twenty miles an hour would be the 
speed limit, at allevents for a time. If 
they were to have a speed limit, it was 
only fair that a person, charged with 
going beyond it, should have the fact 
properly proved before being convicted. 
No policeman should be entitled to say 
that in h’s opinion a car was going at a 
certain speed. The highest experts said 
it was absolutely impossible to tell, 
simply by looking on, whether a car 
was going at twenty, twenty-five, or 
thirty miles an hour. It was surely 
reasonable to ask that exact evidence 
of speed should be produced. He begged 


to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘*In page 4, line 38, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘ Provided always that the exact and 
measured rate of speed is produced.’ ”— 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the speed 
would ordinarily be taken by police 
constables, and he submitted that it 
would be quite unreasonable to say that 
there should never be a conviction for 
going at a grossly excessive rate of speed, 
unless there had been such a speed 
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measure as was contemplated by the 
hon. Member. The Amendment which 
his right hon. friend the President of the 
Local Government Board was going to 
move, was the right one. He proposed 
to provide that ‘‘a person shall not be 
convicted, under this provision, for exceed- 
ing the limit of speed of twenty miles 
merely on the opinion of one v itness as to 
the rate of speed.” That fairly met the 
circumstances. The effect of the Amend- 
ment now before the House would be 
that although there were numbers of 
witnesses to prove that a car was travel- 
ling at a grossly excessive rate of speed, 
no conviction could be obtained unless 
the exact rate of speed was certified. 


Motor-Cars 


Lord HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
it was little short of absurd to expect a 
mere looker-on to give a really reliable 
statement as to thespeed at which a motor- 
car was travelling. How could anyone 
tell whether acar was going at eighteen 
miles or twenty-four miles an hour? It 
was utterly beyond the capacity of the 
humaneye. Unless they had a mechani- 
cal means of testing the speed, he did not 
believe they could enforce the speed limit 
at all. He believed the solution of the 
— would be not to have a speed 
Imit. 


Mayor JAMESON said that all they 
asked, now that there wasa speed limit, 
was that there should be a legal test 
of the speed, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man absolutely refused to allow that. 
He asked the Committee if there was ever 
anything so outrageous as the proposal 
that a motor driver should be liable-to be 
sent to prison on the mere ipse diwit of an 
ordinary person, who gave an, opinion on 
a matter of speed which was admittedly 
difficult to determine. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
anybody who had tried to test speed 
knew how difficult it was. A friend of 
his own had recently made some tests in 
Victoria Street in the middle of the day, 
and the following figures gave the result 
of his observations. He found that in 


some instances the speed per hour of 
omnibuses was 11 miles; covered vans 
11} miles; private carriages and coster 
carts 124 miles ; hansom cabs 12? miles ; 
and bicycles 164 miles. 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


He thought there 


{COMMONS} 
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was a great deal to be said for the 
amendment. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS said a 
constable would find it extremely diffi- 
cult to ascertain the exact speed of a 
motor, unless he had a stop watch in 
his hand. A stop watch would enable 
him to tell fairly accurately a speed of 
say twenty-five miles an hour, but if he 
was taking the test over a short distance 
and the motor-car was going (as many 
did now) forty or fifty miles an hour, it 
would be a great question if he could 
take the rate of speed quite accurately. 
To make a prosecution dependent on his 
doing so would nullify the safeguard of 
the speed limit in the Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
if this Amendment were agreed to, they 
might rest satisfied there would be very 
few convic:ions. In the eventuality of 
this Amendment being accepted, would 
the Automobile Club undertake to supply 
stop watches to everybody? He hoped 
the Amendment would not be pressed. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 5.) 
thought they might trust the police to 
deal as effectively with motor traffic as 
they now dealt with ordinary traffic. It 
seemed to him that this Amendment con- 
tained two assumptions, firstly, that the 
witnesses in motor cases would deliberately 
state what they knew to be untrue, and, 
secondly, that the magistrates would 
always accept the evidence of people un- 
worthy of credence. He thought the 
House would do wrong not to trust 
the men who looked after the 
public interest in regard to ordinary 
traffic and other matters which related 
to the liberty of the subject, to look 
after the public interest in regard to 
motor-car traffic. Why should they 
have some different method applied in 
regard to evidence on this particular 
class of offence from that applied to 
other offences? He hoped the House 
would not consent to this change in the 
ordinay law. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said he hoped that his 
right hon. friend would stand to his 
position. He was certain that if the 
Amendment were adopted, the confidence 
of the public in the efficacy of the Act 
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to restrain the speed of motor-cars on 
the highways would be considerably 
weakened. 


Mr. PHILIP FOSTEK ( Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) said he thought 
that if this proposed test of speed was 
adopted there would be endless traps set 
all over the country for motorists. 


Question put, and negatived. 

*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that 
there were three classes of persons who 
had business on the highways to 
whom the speed limit should not be 
applied—first, firemen ; second, bishops 


or priests who were going to minister to | 


a dying soul; third, doctors who 
were hurrying to attend a_ patient. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 38, at the end, to insert 
the words ‘Provided always that a medical 
man driving a motor-car or cycle for the 
purpose of attending a patient in urgent need 
of his assistance, or a member of a fire brigade 
attending a fire, shall not be liable for exceed- 
ing the speed limits under this Act.’ ”—(Mr. 
Scott-Montaqu.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr.WALTER LONG said that he hoped 
that his hon. friend would not press his 
Amendment, which really meant that a 
medical man should have a licence to 
risk the lives of various persons in 
order to save the life of another person. 
In that way he waslikely todo more harm 
in one direction, than he was likely to do 
good by his professional skill in another. 
Then, if a medical man was to be allowed 
to go at a greater speed than twenty 
miles an hour, was he going to have a 
special mark on his car in the daytime, 
and a special light at night ? 


Sir WALTER FOSTER said he was 
bound to say that the right hon. Gentle- 
wan in charge of the Bill had really 
disposed ot Une Amendment. He knew 
that his hon. friend hat been in com- 
municatior with a large number of the 
medical profession who felt strongly on 
the point; but as most of them had 
been going for many years past at a 
much less speed than twenty miles an 
hour, he did not think they would be 
called upon to go at any greater speed 
in the future. 


{11 AuGust 1903} 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said he 
| would like to suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he could not find 
;Some words to prevent the fines 
| being made unduly cumulative. He 
, moved— 
“In line 38, insert these words, ‘That the 


| fines under this Act shall not be accumulative 
| within the space of twenty-four hours.’” 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 38, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘the fines under this Act shall not be 
accumulative within the space of twenty-four 
hours.’ ”—(Mr. Scott-Montagu.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that 
what his hon. friend really proposed was 
that after being fined for his 
first offence, a motorist could go 
on breaking the law with impunity 
for the rest of the twenty-four hours. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had an 
Amendment to move in redemption of 
a promise made in Committee. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘* In page 4, line 38, at end, toadd the words 
‘but a person shall not be convicted under 
this provision for exceeding the limit of speed 
of twenty miles merely on the opinion of one 
witness as to the rate of speed.’ ”—(Mr. 
Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In e 4, line 38, at end, to insert the words 
‘(2) Where a person is prosecuted for an offence 
under this section, he shall not be convicted 
unless he is warned of the intended prosecution 
at the time the offence is committed, or 
unless notice of the intended prosecution is 
sent to him or to the owner of the car as 
entered on the register within such time after 
the offence is committed, not exceeding twenty- 
one days, as the Court think reasonable.’ ”—( Mr. 
Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. 


“Tn page 4, line 39, to leave out Sub- 
section 2.’ 
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Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill-- 


“In page 5, line 14, at beginning, to insert the 
words ‘(1) Local authorities within the meaning 
of the last preceding section shall give public 
notice of any regulation of the Local Govern- 
ment Board made in pursuance of this Act pro- 
hibiting or restricting the use of motor-cars on 
any highway or part of a highway, or limiting 
the speed of motor-cars within any limits or 
place, and for the purpose of giving effect to 
any such regulation shall place notices in con- 
spicuous places on or near the highway, part 
of a highway, limits, or — to which the 


regulation reters.’ ””—(Mr Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 5, lines 15 and 16, to leave out the 
words ‘the councils of boroughs and elsewhere 
than in boroughs of counties,’ and insert the 
words ‘ local authorities within the meaning of 
the last preceding section.’”—(Mr. Walter 
Long.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
a to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.”’ 


Mr. J. A. PEASE said that he was 
informed that County Councils had no 
control over the highways, although 
they had the power of making by-laws 
which, however, they could not enforce. 
In order to safeguard the interests of 
the public, he would suggest that 
instead of “local authorities” in the 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentleman, 
there should be inserted the words 
‘road authorities.” 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said that in 
the boroughs the County Councils had 
no right of entry, and the former 
objected strongly to this provision. The 
boroughs were entitled to the control 
of the roads and their surfaces in 
their own areas. He objected to the 
Amendment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that though 
many County Councils had no direct 
jurisdiction over the highways, no right 
of entry and no right to put up notice 
boards, it would be easy for them to make 
the necessary arrangements with the 
highway authoritie. The County 
Councils would receive the fees for 
the registration of motor cars, and 


{COMMONS} 


were best chosen, therefore, to bear 
the expense of putting up these notices, 
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Question put, and negatived. 


Proposed words there inserted in the 


Biil. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill — 


“In page 5, line 26, to leave out the words 
‘convicted of an offence under this Act and.’” 
—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 5, line 27, to leave out the words 
‘ten pounds’ and insert the words ‘twenty 
shillings under this Act.’”—(Mr. Walter 
Long.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said this was a 
compromise to meet the difficulties raised 
in various quarters on the question of 
appeal. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he presumed it 
was useless to challenge the decision 
of the right hon. Gentleman. But he 
would point out that the right of the 
appeal would be of comparatively little 
value, for after all it would be an appeal 
from magistrates in Petty Sessions 
to magistrates in Quarter Sessions— 

ractically the same men. They would 
be the same type of anti-motoring, 
unreasonable men. He therefore did 
not attach much importance to the 


appeal. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Proposed words there inserted in the 
Bill. a8, 

Amendments proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 6, lir~ }-.-4.Upéu “ene House 
words ‘It is he §to this change in the 


‘In page 6, tine 1, leave Suc the word, 
‘shall’ and inse-t the words ‘and the prin- 
cipal Act.’ ”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendm.,.:ts agreed to.} 


Amendment proposed to, the, Bill— 


beginning, to leav 
ong.) 


“In page 6, line 22, at 
out the word ‘to.’”—(Mr. Walter 
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Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 6, line 22, to leave out the word 
‘to. ” 


“In page 6, line 31, at end, to insert the words 
‘(5) Any fine under this Act shall be recover- 
able by imprisonment in terms of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts.’”—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 7, line 19, at end, to insert the 
words: ‘ (2.) Sub-sections 1 and 3 of Article 32 
of The Local Government (Application of 
Enactments) Order, 1898, shall be substituted 
for Sub-sections 1 and 5 of Section 87 of the 
The Local Government Act, 1888.’ ” 

‘‘In page 7, line 25, at end, to insert the 
words: ‘(3) Sections 1 to 4, inclusive, of The 
Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, shall extend to 
Ireland in the case of a person charged with an 
offence under this Act.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Masor JAMESON moved an Amend- 
ment excluding motor-cycles. He said 
it was clear that motor-cycles were not 
nearly so dangerous as motor-cars. 
Indeed the rider of a motorcycle, 
himself, ran by far the greatest risk, and 
was the first one to be hurt if an acci- 
dent happened. It was generally the 
poor man who invested his £5 in a 
motor-cycle to enable him to travel 
to and from his work, and he therefore 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
as far as possible strike motor-cycles 
out of the Act. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘*In page 7, line 31, after the word ‘car’ 
to insert the words ‘nor shall it include a 
motor-cycle.’”—(Major Jameson.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND hoped his 
shen friend would enlighten the House 
disposed ot We aiicucr-les could be got 
that his hon. friend had » Amendment 
anu wiht 22% vo remina the right hon. 
Gentleman that only the other day 
a most lamentable and deplorable 
accident was caused by a rotor cycle. 


Mr. WALTER LONG trusted that 
the Amendment would uot be pressed. 
The penalties were in the discretion of 
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the magistrates, and the maximum and 
not the minimum was fixed. 


Mason JAMESON: I ask leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL pointed out that, 
under Standing Order 45, provision as 
to the duration of the Bill must be put 
in a clause by itself, whereas it was part 
of Clause 17. It had better be made 
Clause 18. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That will be done. 


Mr. WALTER LONG appealed to the 
House to read the Bill a third time at 
once. 


Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(No. 2) BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Long, Bristol, S.) moved various drafting 
Amendments, which were agreed to. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) thought the Bill a very reason- 
able one. But he desired to point out, 
though it went some way towards making 
it possible for local authorities, in 
town districts, to provide buildings for 
people who were driven to reside out- 
side towns, there were a large number 
of other subjects to be dealt with be- 
fore they could consider that adequate 
and sufficient powers were given to the 
local authorities to deal with the serious 
conditions that existed in our large towns 
and rural districts. The powers con- 
ferred would, sooner or later, have to be 
made much more stringent if they were 
to deal with a growing and crying evil. 
A scandalous state of things existed in 
rural districts especially, because of the 
scarcity of houses, and they wanted a 
much stronger Bill than the one for 
which they were now thanking the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


*Srr ALBERT ROLLIT, as a member 
of the Committee which dealt with the 
question, also expressed his thanks to 
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the right hon. Gentleman for having 
pressed the Bill forward, and espeeially 
for the extension of the period of repay 
ment of loans from sixty to eighty years. 
That was a material advance in solving 
a great social problem, for which those 
interested in municipal action must be 
grateful. But land ought, as he recorded 
in Committee, to have been treated as a 
permanent asset or the terms of repay- 
ment made, in respect of land, 100 years. 
This would have enabled rents to be 
reduced, and so the classes contemplated 
by Parliament to be served by better 
houses, which ought to be done. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) also desired to tender his thanks to the 
right hon. Gentleman for having brought 
forward this Bill so promptly and re- 
moved so many difficulties. 


*Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): As the 
representative of a large working class 
constituency joined in the expression of 
thanks for a measure which would help 
to get rid of the slums of London. This 
Bill provided just the requisite link 
between previous enactments which gave 
local authorities power to clear out 
insanitary areas. Hesitating Borough 
Councils confronted with such _ evils 
would now be obliged to act. He looked 


forward to a brighter future for our 
poorest population. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS EXPENSES BILL. 
[THIRD READING. ] 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
entered a further protest against the 
action, taken for the first time this year, 
in this and the Naval and Military 
Works Bills of dating the period for 
the repayment of borrowed money from 
the time the money was actually lent 
instead of from the date of the com- 
mencement of the works. He hoped 
that system would not be extended. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Rircuig, Croydon) 
replied that the plan seemed to be a 
most reasonable one. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Sir Albert Rollit. 


{COMMONS} 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


REVENUE BILL. 
(Considered in Committee.) 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
suggested to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that, considering the late 
period of the session, and the fact that 
this clause had not been considered by 
the home manufacturers, the Committee 
should not proceed with it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) asked 
for an explanation of the clause. The 
Government which was vo divided on the 
question of free trade versus protection 
were, by this Bill, proposing to 
give the importer of foreign goods 
an advantage over home manu- 
facturers. The German would set up a 
little distillery and manufacture cheap 
spirit at an enormous profit, because he 


was not hampered by the restrictions | 
that the Goverament mes upon the f 


man at home. This clause was need- 
lessly in favour of the German spirit 
manufacturers as against the home dis- 
tiller. It simply said, “‘ pity the sorrows 
of the poor importer,” and it put him on 
the same level as the man who was 
living on the home soil, paying the 
country’s taxes and was bound by all 
the restrictions. The English did not 
make very much spirit, but that was 
not the case with the Irish or Scotch, 
and having regard to the rapid develop- 
ment of the motor-car assassination 
industry, they were looking forward to 
making a much larger quantity of cheap 
spirit. He went into this question in 
Committee upstairs some years ago, and 
his experierce told him that the man 
who was connected with the Customs 
Department was to some extent a 
patriot and was in favour of his own 
country as against the foreigner, but 
the exciseman, who had only to do with 
the Excise Department, was a parochial- 
minded man who cared for nothing but 
getting in the revenue. He strongly 
opposed the acceptance of this clause. 
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*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcnig, Croydon) 


said he was not surprised that the hon. 
and learned Gentleman failed to under- 
stand the practical meaning of the clause. 
If there was any real objection to the 
clause he could not press it, but it was 
really brought forward in the interest 
of home manufacturers of xylonite and 
other articles, because an old law 
practically imposed on articles imported 
in which spirit was used, duty to the 
extent of 11s. 6d. a gallon. As a matter 
of fact, this duty had collected because 
of its highly protective character 
while the home manufacturers paid 
only 6d. a gallon. It was in the 
interest of the home manufacturers that 
the Government was induced to bring 
forward this clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Split the Cabinet 
and resign on it. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said the intention of 
the clause was tu make the foreign im- 
porter pay duty on the articles imported 
and thus establish an equality. If the 
hon. Gentleman thought this clause 
ought not to be proceeded with, he 
would not press it. 


MaJor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said he 
agreed with the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man that nothing could be more 
detrimental to the home manufacturers 
than to encourage the importation of 
xylonite and other articles in the pro- 
duction of which cheap foreign spirit 
was used. If the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer wanted these articles made, why 
did he not give the people of this 
country an opportunity of making them. 
The spirit employed could be distilled 
here and would be no worse than the 
stuff that came from Germany and was 
drunk by the English people as Irish and 
Scotch whisky. He could quite under- 
stand a split in the Cabinet taking place 
on the subject of xylonite, and he hoped 
the difference would increase until some- 
thing was done to help the home manu- 
facturers. He begged to move the re- 
jection of the clause. 
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Bill. 
Amendment proposed— 


** To leave out Clause 2.”—(Major Jameson.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 3, 4, and 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 28, to leave out from the 
first word ‘company’ to end of clause.” —(Mr. 
Herbert Robertson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 7 and 8 agreed to. 
Clause 9. 


Amendment proposed— 
** To leave out Clause 9.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clauses 10 to 17 agreed to. 
Clause 18. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
asked questions regarding the regula- 
tions concerning the National Debt and 
Savings Banks. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. EtuioT, Durham) 
said these regulations were of a technical 
character, but he would consider them. 


Clause 18 agreed to. 
Clause 19. 


- Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 35. after the word ‘ Act’ to 
insert the words ‘ shall come into operation on 
the first day of September nineteen hundred 
and three and.’”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer.) 


. Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Schedules agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 
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PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[LORDS]. 


Order for consideration, as amended 
(by the Standing Committee), read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD (HILLDROP 
ROAD SITE) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


METROPOLITAN IMPROVEMENTS 
(FUNDS) BILL. : 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT (1882) 
AMENDMENT BILL [LORDS} 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


POOR PRISONERS’ DEFENCE BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 


Order for Consideration of Lords 
Amendments read. 


Motion made, and question proposed, 


‘That the Lords Amendments be now 
considered.” —(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Lorp HUGH CEOIL (Greenwich) said 
the Bill as it stood was almost 
an absurdity. As the Bill had 
come down from the Lords, it was 
absolutely unworkable, for it could not 
become operative until another Bill had 
been passed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the course taken 
by the noble Lord was very unusual. 


{COMMONS} 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL said he was in 
fact moving the rejection of the Bill, 
which ought to be postponed until 
another session. It was made to depend 
upon the Crown whether it would 
work, and the Crown could not be satis. 
fied that it would work unless another 
Bill was passed. This Bill might be 
hung up, in a condition of suspended 
animation, because the Crown was not 
satisfied that it would work. There 
ought not to be any attempt to 
prejudge the action of Parliament in a 
future session, when the matter would 
have to be dealt with in a proper way 
on the initiative of the Ministry, and with 
a proper provision out of public funds. 
He hoped the House would accept his 
Motion to postpone the consideration of 
the Lords Amendments for three 
months. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the 
end of the Question to ad1 the words ‘this 
day three months.’ ”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT contended 
that the Bill was perfectly workable, 
under the existing County Court 
Statutes, and that the Questions brought 
forward by the noble Lord had all 
been argued on the previous stages 
of the Bill. The promoters of the 
Bill did not think the Lords Amend- 
ments were necessary, but the Lord 
Chancellor had expressed a desire to 
improve the Bill, and therefore they 
were ready to accept them in defer- 
ence to and out of respect for the 
opinions of His Lordship. 
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Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he had been urged by his con- 
stituents to support the Bill as rendering 
it easier for a man of small means 
to obtain justice. 


County Courts Juris- 


LorD HUGH CECIL asked for an 
explanation of its meaning. As far as 
he could see, the King might be satisfied 
in one year and not in another, and the 
Billi might be put into force and taken 
back again. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said the noble 
Lord was under some misapprehension. | 
The clause merely provided that a cause | 
might be transferred from one Court to 
another for the purposes of trial. It did 
not interfere at all with the jurisdiction | 
of each Court ; that would be full, com- 
plete, and permanent under the Bill. 
But the Lords had 
Amendment that before that transfer 
took place His Majesty should be 
satisfied that the Court to which the 
transfer was to be -made was able to 
perform the duty without being over- 
crowded with The clause was 
subsidiary ; it only touched transfers, 
and it did not deal with the primary juris- 
diction conferred by the Bill. On this, as 
on all other points he had criticised, the 
noble Lord was entirely misinformed and 





inserted an 


work. 


in error, ¢.g., the jury question and also 
the remuneration of registrars. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendments considered. 


Lords Amendment to the Amend- 


ment— 





‘In page 2, to leave out Sub-section 2.” 
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Agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


‘*In page 2, to leave out Sub-section 2, and 
insert clause: ‘A.—(l1) Where two or more 
districts are consolidated, notwithstanding 
anything in Section 45 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, contained, the Lord Chancellor, with 
the consent of the Treasury, may make such 
provision for the duties of the registrar and 
otherwise as he may think fit.’” 


The next Amendment read a second 
time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 
said they were now considering the 
Lords Amendments. He wished to 
ask why the phrase, “concurrence 
the Treasury” should be _ intro- 
duced this clause. That was not 
one of the Lords Amendments, and he 
suggested that it could not be moved now. 
Unless the Lords Amendment was first 
agreed to he contended that this Amend- 


in 


ment could not be moved. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Is it relevant to the 

Lords Amendments? You can always 
amend the Lords Amendments by some- 
thing which is relevant to the subject 
matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he understood 
that the Lords had no power to deal with 
what underlined. They had no 
power to insert the underlined matter. 


was 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Etiiot, Durham) 
contended that they had a right to 
amend the Lords Amendments in the 
way he had proposed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the second 
sub-section is relevant to the first. It is 
quite common for one House to amend 

2K 
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the Amendments of the other House and 
send the Bill back again. 


Adjournment 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said they had no 
power to make these Amendments. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : It is now proposed | 
to amend this Amendment by adding 


those words. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY submitted that. 


Snb-section 2 was entirely divorced from 


Sub-section 1. It was a financial propo- 


sition, and the Lords had no power to put | 


in a financial proposal. He thought they 


must first agree to the Lords Amendment | 
They had | 


before they could amend it. 


not yet agreed to the Amendment, and | 


the proposal now was that it should he 
amended first and then agreed to. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 
is quite in order. The Question is “ that 
those words be there added.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY again respectfully 
submitted that no such Question could be 
put. He submitted that the first Question 
to be put was “ that this House do agree 
with the Lords in the said Amendment.” 
The Question now being put was “that 
those words be there added.” He sub- 
mitted that they should first agree with 
the Lords Amendment, and then put the 
Question that they agree with the Lords 
Amendment as amended. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The Amendment is 
quite in order. The (Question has been 
already put that the House do agree. 
When the Amendment has been made 
the House will be asked to agree with 
the Lords Amendnient as amended. 


{COMMONS} 


I think this proposal | 
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| Question, “ That those words be there 
added,” put, and agreed to. 


of the House. 


| Question, “That the House do agree 
with the Lords Amendment as amended,” 










Hi 
put, and agreed to. turn 
with 
ment 
Subsequent Lords Amendments agreed 
to. Sti 
. Way 
‘ with 
LIGHT RAILWAYS BILL [LORDS]. Uls 
Order for Second Reading read, and && pill. 
discharged.—Bill withdrawn. with 
Au 
| PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE  Confi 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. print 
. Legis’ 
Return ordered, “of all the Draft Pro- & 1899) 
'visional Orders under the Private — Lord 
| Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, a 
1899, which in the session of 1903 have . 
| been reported on by the Commissioners ; 
| 
| together with the names of the Com. 
| missioners ; the first and also the last 
|day of the sittings in each group; the L] 
| number of days on which each body of B muse, 
| Commissioners sat ; the number of days the , 
| on which each Commissioner has served ; Educa 
| the number of days occupied by each tj IL. 
| — . lon, Vv 
Draft Provisional Order before Com- 
ew = III. 
| missioners ; the Draft Provisional Orders, ye 
| the Preambles of which were reported to f school; 
have been proved ; and the Draft Pro- Board 
visional Orders, the Preambles of which IV. 
were reported to have been not proved.” = ‘ 
eme! 
—(The Lord Advocate). School 
1902- 
Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order Butt 
of the House of the 28th day of July, _ “i 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- Dy Bie 
out Question put. Indust1 
Treland 
desirab 
4 of th 
Adjourned at twenty minutes | 1899, f 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. pointing the Committee. Minutes of 
Wednesday, 12th August, 1903. evidence, with a digest of the evidence, 


appendices and index. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. rahe 

Forty-seventh Report of the Commis- 
sioners of His Majesty’s Customs (for the 
year ended 31st March, 1903). 





Hastings Harbour Bill [u.1.]. Re. 
turned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
ments considered, and agreed to, No. 393. Hong-Kong (Report for 


1902). Presented [by Command], and 
Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy} Rail- | ordered to lie on the Table. 





. way Bill. Returned from the Commons | 
‘ with the Amendments agreed to. | PACIFIC CABLE ACT, 1901 (ACCOUNT 


1902-1903). 

Ulster and Connaught Light Railways | Account showing the money issued 
Bill. Returned from the Commons, | from the Consolidated Fund under the 
with the Amendment agreed to. | provisions of the Pacific Cable Act, 1901 
| (1 Edw. 7, c. 31), and the money received, 
Auchterarder Town Council Order | expended, and borrowed, and securities 
‘Confirmation Bill. Read 1*; to be | created under the said Act, to the 31st 
printed ; < og to the Private | March, 1903. 

Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act,| ... ’ , " 
1899) deemed to have been read 2* (Zhe | SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Lord Balfour); and reported from the | Account, of the receipts and expendi- 
Committee ; and to be read 3* to-morrow. | “UT 0 the Paymaster-General on behalf 
(No. 219.) |of the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
pias respect of the funds of Suitors of the 
Court, in the year ended 28th February, 
RETURNS. REPORTS. ETC 1903: Also, account of the National 
; : : Debt Commissioners for the same period 
: in respect of funds held by them on 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. behalf of the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
I. Report, for the year 1902, on the | together with the Report of the Comp- 
museums, colleges, and institutions under | troller and Auditor-General thereon. 
the administration of the Board of | 
Education. | Laid before the House (pursuant to 

II. General Reports on higher educa- Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
tion, with Appendices, for the year 1902. | LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
#. Pex oes ee ee ae Return respecting—Ilaid rng the 
schools under the administration of the ane Cees ° pare vj “2 _ 
Board, 1902-1903. s ve June last), and to be printed. (No. 214.) 


. IV. Grants to School Boards—Grants | 
paid to School Boards under Section 97 Bill. (The Lord Kenyon.) (No. 215.) 
Elementary Education Act, 18703) pyblic Buildings Expenses Bill.—(Zhe 
School Board accounts; List of loans, 7,7 Windsor.) (No. 216.) Expiring 
1902-1903. Laws Continuance Bill.)—The Lord Presi- 
; , dent, D. Devonshire. No. 217. Poor 
Butter Regulations: Final Report of = ee eaten it che Lond Chan. 
the Departmental Committee appointed lor.) (No. 218.) Semaahe teem the 
by the Board of Agriculture and the C ni y ey i . neg pon 
Department of Agriculture and other ge rayne vag ae ee 
Industries and Technical Instruction for | * be read2# to-morrow. 
Ireland, to inquire and report upon the ioe RO 
desirability of regulations under Section PATENT OFFICE (EXTENSION) BILL. 
4 of the Sale of Foods and Drugs Act,; Committed: The Committee to meet 
1899, for butter; with the Minute ap- | forthwith. 
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MOTOR-CARS BILL [H.L.]. 

Tur SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour of BURLEIGH): I rise for 
the purpose of moving that the Amend- 
ments made by the House of Commons 
in regard to this Bill be considered, 
and next I shall move that they be 
agreed to. Having regard to the interest 
which was taken by many Members of 
this House when the Bill was before 
your Lordships, I think it would perhaps 
be convenient that I should briefly state 
the changes which have been made—or 
at any rate the main changes—by the 
House of Commons. As they appear on 
the Paper, the Amendments seem to bulk 
very largely, but having watched the pro- 
gress of the Bill through the House of 
Commons, and lraving spent a considerable 
time in studying the actual Amendments 
made, Iam able to say with confidence 
that they appear on the Paper much more 
formidable than they are in fact. I may 
even go so far as to say that, as the Bill 
is returned to us, there is only one 
Amendment of outstanding importance 
which has been made in the Bill since it 
left this House a week or two ago, and 
that Amendment is the insertion of a 
speed limit of twenty miles an hour in 
Clause 7. That subject was very fully 
debated in this House on more than one 
oceasion, and the position I then took 
up on behalf of the Government, and 
with which personally I most strongly 
azreed, was that the imposition of an 
arbitrary speed limit was a tactical mis- 
take and would not serve the real purpose 
which its advocates had in view. The 
real outstanding objection to it—an ob- 
jection to which I have not seen an 
answer—is that it obviously must tend 
to obscure the real importance of the 
provisions in the first clause of the Bill, 
which provides for the imposition of 
serious penalties for the offence, in itself 
equally serious, of driving recklessly, 
negligently, or to the danger of the public. 
I may say now, as I said before, that, 
taken by itself, a speed limit of twenty 
miles an hour, or, indeed, of any other num- 
ber of miles an hour, is not of itself of much 
importance for the protection of the 
public. The real protection which this 
Bill gives to the public, as distinguished 
from the present state of things, is two- 
fold. In the first place, the Bill provides, 
for the first time, an easy and’ ready 
means of identifying those who offend 


aT) 


‘LORDS} 








Fill. 


956 


against good conduct, and it also puts 
upon them, when they are convicted 
before a proper Court, serious and severe 
penalties. I am still of the same opinion 
as I was then. I would have preferred 
that the Bill should become an Act with- 
out any arbitrary speed limit, but I know 
perfectly well, from the state of feeling in 
the House of Commons, that to press the 
Bill through without such a limit would 
have been practically impossible. I think 
it may even be said that the strength of 
feeling on this matter in the House of 
Commons increased after the discussions 
which took place in this House. Strong 
arguments were used to the effect that 
roads were made for the convenience of 
the general public, and not for any such high 
rates of speed at all,and I do not think that 
anything like sufficient weight was given 
to the consideration that a motor-car in 
the hands of a driver who at all knows 
his business is much more under control 
than many ahorsed carriage which goes 
along our roads at present. 


The real cause of the feeling on the sub- 
ject is this. Beyond all question, there 
has been repeated over and over again in 
many parts of the country offences 
against courtesy, against the unwritten 
laws of good conduct, and against con- 
sideration for the feelings and privileges 
of other users of the road. That has 
really been the foundation of the strong 
feeling which has grown up against this 
particular description of traffic. I should 
like, if I may, to turn aside for a moment, 
and say that I think there is an entirely 
erroneous impression abroad that these 
offences are mainly committed by those 
who use motor-cars for their amusement, 
and are of the class generally spoken 
of as gentlemen or gentlefolk. There 
have undoubtedly been some conspicuous 
instances in which offences have been 
committed by persons who, from their 
social station, might have been expected 
to know better, and those particular 
cases get into the newspapers, while scores 
of other cases in which persons of a 
different class are concerned, but whoare 
equally guilty, do not get into the news- 
papers. In this way an entirely erron- 
eous impression has got about that it is 
only gentlemen or gentlefolk who 
offend in this matter. A magistrate, 


who has been a friend of mine for many 





years, on whose judgment I can rely, 
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and who is a perfectly competent ob- | 
server and by no means prejudiced either 
for or against motor traffic, has told me 
that within the last year he has had to 
sit on sixty or seventy cases in which 
offences against the Act were alleged, 
and he assured me that, having carefully 
analysed those cases, not more than 
10 per cent. or 12 per cent. of the 
offenders were in a social position which 
in any way entitled them to the appella- 
tion of gentlefolk. On the other hand, I 
am quite certain that without really 
good cause, there would not have been 
all this outery against this form of 
traffic. 

I am sure your Lordships will bear 
me out when I say that the British 
public are not jealous of the amusement 
of others, they are not anxious to put 
down sport for the mere pleasure of put- 
ting it down ; they are glad to see others, 
to whatever social class they belong, 
enjoying themselves; they are tolerant 
within very wide bounds of the amuse- 
ment of others ; and when we are told 
that in regulating the motor traffic 
as we are doing, we are the enemies of 
a growing industry, and that we are 
destroying the potential prosperity of 
that industry, I say, without fear of 
contradiction, that the real enemies of 
the industry are those who have mis- 
used the power which this new invention 
has given them. I know that those 
who are in favour of the motor industry 
are hostile to the insertion of this speed 
limit, but I think | may say that the 
House of Commons has held the balance 
very fairly. Ifit has put inthis Amend- 
ment which is distasteful to the advocates 
of the motor industry, the other Amend- 
ments which have been made have 
almost without exception, been in favour 
of, or are likely to be satisfactory to, 
the drivers of motor-cars. 

I will go very briefly over the 
points on which Amendments 
been made, and if I fail to cover 
the whole ground, I will gladly give 
any further explanation that I am able. 
I have mentioned the Amendment jim- 
posing a speed limit of twenty miles | 
an hour. There is alsoa small Amend- | 
ment of the provision which enables | 
a police constable to apprehend a person | 


{12 AueusT 1903} 


have | 


| quent 


Bill. 958 


which the individual refuses to give his 
name or address. A provision has been 
inserted enabling manufacturers of motor- 
cars and dealers in motor-cars to have a 
general identification mark which can be 
used when cars are out on trial and for 
that purposeonly Aslight Amendment 
has been made inthe clause which pro- 
vides for the identification mark. That 
clause, as it left this House, laid an abso- 
lute obligation on the driver of the car, 
under all circumstances and in all cases, 
to be sure that the mark was unobscured. 
That obligation is now mitigated to the 
extent that he is only bound to take all 
steps reasonable and practicable to keep 
the mark unobscured, and he has to prove 
that he has done so. The onus of proof 
lies upon him to prove that he has done 
all that he could to keep the mark unob- 
secured. Ihave already referred to the 
speed limit. In all cases of penalties for 


| offences which consist merely of exceeding 


the speed limit, the prosecution is safe- 
guarded in various ways. <A person 
cannot be convicted for exceeding the 
limit of twenty miles an hour upon the 
evidence of one witness only ; two wit- 
nesses are required, and notice of all 
intended prosecutions must be given to 
the motorist either at the time the 
offence is committed or within a reason- 
able period, not exceeding twenty-one 
days, after. Twenty-one days is the 
maximum, and having regard to all the 
circumstances I do not think it is an 
undue length of time, because the men 
who desire to initiate a prosecution must 
first make sure of the county in which 
the motor-car is registered, then ascertain 
the name of the owner of the car or the 
offender, and finally communicate with 
the offender. Twenty-one days is the 
maximum period, and it is not supposed 
to be the ordinary time which will be 
required. When the Bill left this House 
a motorist convicted for reckless driving 
was liable to imprisonment for three 
months for the first offence, and to six 
months for the second, or subsequent, 
offence. In the Bill as amended, he is 


/not liable to imprisonment at all for the 


first offence, and for the second or subse- 
offence he is only liable to 
imprisonment for three months. The 
right of appeal has also been considered 
and extended. A good deal of discussion 


whom he sees committing an offence. | has raged around the question of whether 
That power is now limited to. cases in| magistrates in petty sessions were always 
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as careful and impartial as they might be. 
In all cases when any serious fine is im- 
posed there will now be an appeal. As 
regards all these Amendments, it is 
perfectly obvious that the Bill is made 
much less drastic as regards the driver of 
the car. 


I think I ought, perhaps, to ex- 
plain some of the other changes also. 
There is an increase in the penalty in 
what is known as the “Good Samaritan” 
clause. If a man offends more than 
twice against that clause he is now liable 
to imprisonment. The age limit for the 
granting of licences has been raised from 
sixteen to seventeen years, except in the 
ease of a licensed driver of a motor-cycle. 
A clause has been inserted enabling the 
Local Government Board to prohibit or 
restrict the use of motors on certain 
narrow or dangerous roads. The fee 
for registration has been increased 
from 5s. to £1, and the fee for the 
annual licence from ls. to 5s. In con- 
nection with this, I ought to say that 
that increase is in place of the idea which 
was thrown out here, that possibly there 
should be an increase in the Inland 
Revenue licence, but, on mature con- 
sideration, it has been thought better not 
to increase the Inland Revenue licence, 
but to allow the increase of the fees to go 
to the local authority, in consequence of 
the extra trouble and difficulty imposed 
upon them by the administration of this 
Act. Those, I think, are all the Amend- 
ments which I need specially refer to. 
In sitting down, Iought perhaps to say 
that the operation of the Bill has been 
limited to three years. I hope that dur- 
ing that time further experience will lead 
both parties in this controversy to a better 
state of feeling. I believe the general 
public will become more accustomed to 
seeing these cars upon the roads, and I 
firmly believe that by means of the 
identification provisions in this Bill, those 
who misuse their powers will be punished, 
and, so to speak, weeded out, and that 
the class of motorists will not be dis- 
credited by the excesses of a minority of 
their number. If this endeavour to 
introduce a better state of affairs is 
successful, a reconsideration of the matter 
may reasonably be asked for at the close 
of three years. Having regard to all the 
circumstances in which we are placed, I 
sincerely hope your Lordships will be 
good enough to accept the Amendments 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 
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which have been made in the House of 
Commons, and to agree to the proposals 
which are now before the House. In 
the meantime, I beg to move that these 
Amendments be considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Commons Amendments be 
now considered.” 


*EarLt SPENCER: Although I do not 
propose to trouble your Lordships at any 
length, it would, perhaps, be better that 
I should say a few words now, rather 
than later, in the consideration of this 
matter. I entirely agree with the 
remarks which have fallen from the noble 
Lord in charge of the Bill with regard to 
the changes introduced in another place. 
I supported him to the best of my ability 
in the attitude he adopted with regard 
to the speed limit, and I entirely share 
his view on that point. I still hold the 
view that the imposition of a speed limit 
is improper, that it will be exceedingly 
difficult to enforce, and may add con- 
siderably to the danger which now exists 
in connection with travelling by motor- 
ears. I fully admit, however, that the 
feeling in the country, and in another place, 
was so very strong on the subject, that 
unless a speed limit had been introduced 
there would have been great difficulty 
in carrying the Bill through. I certainly 
prefer the Bill in its amended form to no 
Bill at all; therefore I am quite prepared 
to support the noble Lord in acquiescing 
in the changes which have been made. 

With regard to the other changes to 
which the noble Lord has referred, I pre- 
sume that they will not do very great 
harm. I confess, however, that I am a 
little surprised that, where there was such 
a very strong feeling expressed against 
motor-cars, the Government should have 
agreed to modify the penalties to which 
motorists were rendered liable. At the 
same time, there is this to be said—that 
severe penalties do not always have the 
greatest effect. All I will say in con- 
clusion is that I hope, with the noble 
Lord who has just spoken, that that class 
of motorists who have brought such dis- 
grace and dislike upon motor-cars will 
now realise what a strong feeling has 
been aroused, and that they will be 
generous and just to people other than 
motorists who are using His Majesty's 
highways. A great deal depends upon 
them, because I believe that much of the 
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feeling which has been aroused, has been 
caused by a number of these reckless 
individuals not considering the respon- 
sibilities attaching to them when in 
charge of motor-cars. I feel sure that at 
a future day, if this Bill proves ineffec- 
tive, a much stronger measure will be 
introduced, and the responsibility for 
that will rest upon those persons who are 
so reckless in their use of the roads. 


South African Loan and 


On Question, Motion put, and agreed 
to. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
believe the usual practice is to move that 
these Amendments be agreed to. I will 
make the Motion formally, and if ob- 
jection is taken to any particular Amend- 
ment I will do my best to answer it. 


On Question, Commons Amendments 
agreed to.” 


RAILWAYS(ELECTRICAL POWER) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
then (Standing Order No. XXXIX 
having been suspended), Bill read 3a, 
and passed. 


SOUTH AFRICAN LOAN AND WAR 
CONTRIBUTION BILL. 


On Motion to go into Committee. 


*EarL SPENCER: Iam afraid I ought 
to have made the remarks I am about 
to offer to your Lordships on a previous 
occasion, but I confess that, with the 
enormous number of Bills which are 
being rushed through in the last days of 
the session, I did not notice yesterday 
that this Bill was on the Paper for Second 
Reading. I regret the noble Viscount, 
who is so great an authority on finance, 
is not in the House, as I had hoped that 
he, rather than I, would have brought 
the matter forward. This Bill is, nodoubt, 
a finance Bill, and we in this House are 
unable to make any alterations in detail, 
although we have the power, which we 
— ever exercise, of rejecting the 

ill. : 

This Bill introduces some very large 
questions of policy seriously affecting 
both this country and these colonies. It 
guarantees a loan of £35,000,000, and it 


{12 Aueust 1903} 
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is also intimately connected with another 
loan of £30,000,000 which is to be raised 
in the Colonies. I am not going at any 
length into these matters, but I am not 
quite clear—though possibly this is a 
point rather for another place than here 
—as to how the security is obtained for 
the repayment of these loans. I under- 
stand that it was stated elsewhere, that 
the £30,000,000 was to be repaid to this 
country as part of the expenses of the 
war, and was to be a permanent unre- 
munerative debt of the Colonies. I 
believe that loan was underwritten to the 
extent of £10,000,000 by a large body of 
financiers in South Africa, but I do not 
seein the Bill any provision for carrying 
out that arrangement, or any security 
for it being done. No doubt the Colonial 
Secretary in his visit to South Africa 
made arrangements with regard to this, 
and I do not for a moment say that the 
arrangements will not be carried out. 
At the same time, it is a very important 
matter. It is possible that that 
£10,000,000 will be all that we shall 
receive of the £30,000,000, and it seems 
to be a strong order that there should be 
nothing in the Bill to show how that 
£10,000,000 is to be paid. 


What are we doing? We are prac- 
tically conniving at, or approving, of an 
enormous debt being left on the Trans- 
vaal. I believe I am right in saying that 
this transaction refers only to the 
Transvaal, and that a separate arrange- 
ment has been made with regard to the 
Orange River Colony. When we come to 
consider the probable annual income of 
the Transvaal in relation to this enor- 
mous loan, we see at once what a heavy 
debt we are placing, or approving of 
being placed, on the colony. Various 
estimates have been made as to the future 
revenues of the Transvaal. Taking all 
the railroads, which are to be purchased 
out of this loan, the revenues come to 
something like £7,000,000 a year; not 
counting the railroads, I believe the re- 
venues amount to £4,000,000 or 
£4,500,000. If those amounts represent 
the revenues of the country, this is a very 
heavy debt for them to start with. 

Mixed up in this Bill there are some 
very important matters indeed. The 
way in which the £35,000,000 are to be 
expended is set out. A part of the ex- 
penditure is to be unremunerative. There 
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South African Loan and 


are such items as the large deficit of the 
Transvaal for 1901-2, the former debt of 
the South African Republic, compensation 


and Natal. Those 
£16,000,000. Then there is £3,000,000 


advanced by way of loan for repatriation | 


and compensation in the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony. All these 
items will not be reproductive. There 
are other items which will be reproductive, 
and as to those I am not quite clear. 
£14,000,000 is put down for the acquisi- 
tion of existing railroads, Does that in- 
clude the Netherlands Railway? A few 
years ago the revenue from‘ the railways 
was a very small sum. In the time 
of Mr. Kruger it amounted to only 
£300,000 or £400,000 a year, but a much 


{LORDS} 





to the Transvaal and the Orange River | 
Colony, to loyalists in Cape Colony | 
items account for | 





| easily be led into a gigantic expenditure in 
| this direction. I do not know whether that 
| is included in the £3,000,000, or whether 


| that sum refers to other public works. 
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lusive hopes when we encourage them to 
go out. 


Another matter of great importance on 
hich we should like further information 
is the question of irrigation. No doubt, in 
a country like South Africa, the scarcity 
| of water is one of the reasons why much of 
the rich ternitory there is not cultivated, 
and a judicious system of irrigation may 
be a very desirable thing. But we may 


The provision is rather vague on that 


| point. 


As far as I can see, all these are mat- 


ters of considerable interest and import- 
ance, not only to this country which is 


larger sum is now estimated to be re- | guaranteeing such large sums of money, 


ceived. 
railroads are acquired a revenue of some- 
thing like £2,500,000 will be derived. I 
have seen it placed even so high as 


£4,000,000, which I suppose would in- | 


clude the revenue from the Netherlands 
Railway. Perhaps the noble Earl will 
explain whether this £14,000,000 for the 
acquisition of railways includes the 
Netherlands Railway. Next we come to 
£5,000,000 for new railways. 
the enormous size of the country, 
£5,000,000 will go a very small way in 
extending the railways in the two colonies. 
I do not for a moment say that railways 
are not necessary for the development of 
the country. On the contrary, I should 
think that the construction of railways is 
one of the surest methods of improving 
the commerce and trade of the areas in 
question, but £5,000,000 is a very small 
sum for the work. 


Then there is the important question of 
land settlement. On more than one occa- 
sion we have had conversation or discus- 
sion in this House on that subject. It is 
an extremely important matter. I have 
sometimes thought that the statements 
which have been made here in the direction 
of encouraging Scotch or English farmers 
to go out and settle in South Africa hardly 
constituted wise or safe advice. I have 


seen and heard many accounts from per- 
sons who have been out there, and I doubt 
extremely whether the farmers of this 
country would find it a profitable under- 
taking to settle in the Transvaal. I incline 
to the view that we are holding out de- 


Earl Spencer, 


In view of | 


It is estimated that when the , but also to the Transvaal and the Orange 


| River Coleny, who also are responsible 
for this money. Had it been an earlier 
period of the session I should have en- 
deavoured to go farther mto the matter, 
| but I did not like to let the Bill pass 
without a word, because I think your 
Lordships’ House ought to feel that it has 
a responsibility;with regard to these great 
matters of policy in different parts of the 
Empire, and that it ought not to give up 
| its opportunities of criticising the pro- 
| posals made, or of obtaining information 
|in regard thereto. It was for that reason 
|I have ventured to make these few re- 
/marks, and I hope some member of the 
Government will give an explanation on 
the points I have raised. 





*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (The Earl of On 
sLow): This Bill deals almost entirely 
with financial questions, and I confess | 
was not prepared for the noble Earl 
raising a lengthened discussion upon it. 


*Eart SPENCER: I do not know 
whether I owe the noble Earl an apology 
for not giving him notice of my intention 
to speak on the subject, but I thought it 
was rather a matter of course that some- 
body would desire to speak on so import- 
ant a matter. 


*THE Ear oF ONSLOW: I was not 
suggesting that the noble Earl should 
apologise to the Government ; I was 





really going to apologise to the noble 
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Earl for the meagreness of the informa 
tion which I shall be able to give him, at 
such short notice, in reply to the Ques- 
tions he has asked. I was not in the 
House when the noble Earl commenced his 
remarks, but I understand that he was 
doubtful as to whether the revenues of 
the Transvaal would be altogether suffi- 
cient for the considerable sum of money 
to be guaranteed by the Imperial Govern- 
ment. I think the noble Earl knows | 
Lord Milner pretty well ; he knows Lord 
Milner’s financial capacity, and he must 
he aware that in these respects Lord 
Milner is not a very sanguine man. We 
had considerable experience of Lord 
Milner’s financial ability in the discharge 
of somewhat similar duties in Egypt, and 
when I say that Lord Milner has not a 
shadow of doubt as to the superabund- 
ant revenue of the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony over any liability 
which may be imposed by these loans, I 
think the noble Earl will be satisfied on 
that point. Lord Milner is perfectly | 
satisfied that the Transvaal will be more 
than able to bear this burden, and that it 
will be a comparatively light one. 

Then the noble Earl asked whether the 
loan to be raised would be sufficient to 
cover the cost of the Netherlands Rail- 
way. That matter has been the subject 
of negotiation between His Majesty’s 
Government and the representatives of 
the bond-holders and shareholders in 
different countries in Europe. His 
Majesty’s Government had never accepted 
any liability whatever for compensation 
for taking possession of that railway, but 
ex gratia they have consented to pay off 
the Debentures and to pay a certain sum 
of money per share to those who bond 





war was declared, and the money neces- 
sary for that purpose is included in the 
£14,000,000 under head /2) “ Acquisi- 
tion of existing railways in the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony.” 


THE Eart oF CAMPERDOWN : Can | 
the noble Earl tell us the amount that will 
be paid for that railway ? 





*THE Eart or ONSLOW: I am not 
sure that it is yet settled. A definite 
proposal has been made to the share- 
holders, but I am not in a position to say 
whether they have consented to accept it. 
But whether they have consented or not, 


{12 Avcust 1903} 





they will not get any more. The noble 
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Ear! then asked whether any provision has 
been made for irrigation ? Some provision 
is made for irrigation under the heading 
“Other public works,” but I entirely agree 
with what I understood the noble Earl to 
say —viz., that in all probability a con- 
siderable sum of money might profitably 
be spent in the development of irrigation 
in the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony. We must, however, proceed by 
degrees, and Lord Milner thought, and 
the Government agreed, that it would be 
desirable to see what would be the result 
of irrigation on a somewhat small scale, 
before the finances of the Transvaal were 
asked to bear any heavy charge for an ex- 
tensive system of irrigation in the new 
colonies. But under any circumstances, [ 
can assure your Lordships, those whe 
have gone very carefully into these ques- 
tions, putting great faith in Lord Milner’s 
capacity to estimate expenditure and 
revenue, have satisfied themselves that th= 
liability this country is asked to accept 
under the Bill is not a liability that 
it will ever be likely to be called upon 
to discharge. 


House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amendment: 
Standing Committee negatived: Then 
(Standing Order No. XXXIX. having 
been suspended), Bill read 3*, and passed. 


MILITARY WORKS BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amenc- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived : 
Then (Standing Order No. XX XIX. having 
been suspended), Bill read 3, and passed, 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived : 
Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended), Bill read 3*, and 
passed. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


[The Earl of Morey in the Chair. | 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said he ought, perhaps, to explain why so 
many Amendments appeared on the 
Paper, although he had stated yesterday 
this was an agreed Bill. The matter had 
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been the subject of prolonged and in- 
tricate negotiations between officials in 
the Scotch Office and the officials and 
representatives of the Royal Burghs, 
other Government Departments, and 
certain private interests. The Bill went 
through Grand Committee in the House 
of Commons, and was reported therefrom 
on 15th July. All the Amendments on the 
Paper were either drafting Amendments 
or matters of agreement, and which would 
have been inserted in the House of 
Commons had it been possible to get the 
Bill on. It was not then a Government 
Bill, but it had since gone through the 
process known as “starring”; that was, 
being an agreed Bill, it had been taken 
up by the Government in order that much 
raluable time should not be lost. Before 
it became a Government measure, how- 
ever, one Member was able to stop all 
further progress with it, and from 15th 
July to 7th August nothing was done, 
simply because objection was taken to 
the Bill coming on. But during all that 
time not the slightest opposition had de- 
veloped to the Bill itself. He thought 
these facts were very eloquent of the 
great difficulty of getting even agreed 
Bills through Parliament. He would say 
nothing farther at this point, but would 
explain any Amendments of substance as 
they arose. 


Clauses 1, 2, and 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 5 to 8 agreed to. 

Clause 9. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 10 to 16 agreed to. 
Clause 17. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said the next Amendment replaced a 
provision more stringent in ita nature 
which was struck out in Committee. The 
clause previously gave the town council 
power to prohibit the carriage-ways men- 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 
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tioned in the section, whereas the Amend” 
ment empowered the town council to 
oblige the owners to make and keep them 
in repair. He begged to moved. 


Amendment moved— 


‘‘In page 7, line 25, after Sub-section 2, 
to insert as a new sub-section the words 
‘In cases where it is desired to take 
carriages across a footway maintainable by the 
town council into the premises of any abutting 
owner, the town council may require the 
formation and maintenance by such owner of a 
crossing of the description above specified, or 
may require such owner to maintain the 
portion of the footway used by such carriages 
to their satisfaction.” —(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 17, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 18 and 19 agreed to. 
Clause 20. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 21 to 36, agreed to. 
Clause 37. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 37, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 38 and 39 agreed to. 
Clause 40. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said the next Amendment was for the 
purpose of exempting low advertisements, 
not exceeding twelve feet in height, from 
the stringent regulations imposed on 
advertisements of greater height. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 14, line 9, to leave out from the 
word rpg to the word ‘the’ in line 
11.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 40, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 41 to 43 agreed to. 
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Clause 44. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 44, as amended, agreed to, 
Clauses 45 and 46 agreed to. 
Clause 47. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 47, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 48 agreed to. 
Clause 49. 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 49, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 50 agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 21, line 16, after the word 
‘determine’ to insert the words ‘ Provided 
that any ratepayer who is entitled to an ex- 
| emption from any assessment leviable by the 
| town council may appeal to the Secretary for 
| Scotland against any such determination, and 
| his decision shall be final.’ Provided further— 


“ *(1.) That any such appeal shall be made 
| within fourteen days from the publication or 
| advertisement in manner provided by Section 
| 340 of the principal Act, or otherwise, of the 
| assessment appealed against; and 


| ‘**(2.) That in the event of any such appeal 
| being sustained in whole or in part, and any 

such assessment being quashed or varied, it 
| Shall be competent tothe town council, not- 
| withstanding anything in the principal Act or 
| any other Act contained, to forthwith rectify 
| and re-adjust in accordance with the decision 

of the Secretary of Scotland, the assessment 
| oe or varied.’”—(Lord Balfour of Bur- 
| Leigh.) 





On Question, Amendment agreed to. 





Clause 51. | 
| 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH | 
said the Amendment was to extend the | 
provisions relating to betting in public | 
places or any common stair. The Amend- | 
ment was found to be necessary, and it | 
was in accordance with the report of the | 
House of Lords Committee. | 

Amendment moved— 


‘In page 19, line 41, after the word ‘con- 
stable’ to insert the words ‘ in this section the 
expression “street” includes any common 
stair” ’—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 51, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 52 to 54 agreed to. 


Clause 55. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
said the next Amendment on the Paper 
was proposed in pursuance of an agree- 
ment with the Jeith Harbour Board. | 
The Leith town council tried to put. 
certain costs upon the Harbour Board | 
which that body thought it ought not to | 
bear. This Amendment would exempt | 
the dock from a certain public health rate, | 
which those who had considered the | 
matter thought it should not bear. 


Clause 55, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 56 and 57 agreed to. 
Clause 58. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 58, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 59. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 59, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 60. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 60, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 61. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 61, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 61 to 63 agreed to. 
Clause 64. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause $4, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 65 to 68 agreed to. 
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Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH, in 
pursuance of a pledge given in the other 
House, moved to omit Clause 69. 

The clause enabled the town council to 
put upon the occupiers the expense of 
clearing away snow. Under the existing 
law the town council had to carry out 
this duty, and it was proposéd to leave 
the law as it stood. 

Amendment moved— 

“To leave out Clause 69.”—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clauses 70 to 81 agreed to. 

Clause 82. 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 82, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 83 to 86 agreed to. 

Clause 87. 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 87, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 88. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 88, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 89 to 93 agreed to. 
Clause 94. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 94, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 95 agreed to. 

Clause 96. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 96, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 97. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
the Amendment on the Paper was for the 
purpose of facilitating adjustments be- 
tween counties and burghs. 


{LORDs} 
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Amendment moved— 


“ In 
the word ‘bargh’ to end of clause, and 
insert the words ‘Section 50 of the Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, relating to 
the adjustment of property and liabilities con- 
sequential on an alteration of boundaries, shall 
apply as if in lieu of that Act, and the Boun- 
dary Commissioners, the Burgh Police Acts, 
and the sheriff (not being a sheriff's substitute) 
were respectively mentioned therein ; provided 
that nothing herein contained shall require the 
sheriff to entertain any application made after 
the expiry of one year from the date when such 
formation or extension takes effect.’”—(Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh.) 


THEEARL OF CAMPERDOWN thought 
theAmendment would prove effectual in pre- 
ventingmany of the vexatious proceedings, 
both in Parliament and before the sheriffs 
to which they had been accustomed. He 
supposed there was a power by which the 
county or the burgh might assess itself 
for any sum required for the purpose of 
carrying out the agreements. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
could not give an answer off hand, but he 
thought it must be so. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 97, as amended, agreed to. 


Lord BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
moved to insert after Clause 97 a new 
clause, which, he said, had been unani- 
mously asked for by the County Councils 
Association of Scotland. Unless the 
clause was inserted, it was believed that 
the regulations of the institutions referred 
to, inside the burgh, would have the effect 
simply of drawing them outside the line 
between the burgh and county. It was un- 
desirable that kind of limit should exist, 
and, therefore, he moved to insert the new 
clause standing on the Paper. 


Amendment moved— 


‘* After clause 97, to insert as a new 
clause the words ‘A County Council may, 
at a meeting called after due notice, by 
resolution adopt the sections of this Act 
whereof the marginal notes are respectivel 
“Manufacture and sale of ice cream” 
and “Ice cream shops, etc., to be registered,” 
or either of such sections, and after a date to 
be specified in the resolution, the adopted sec- 
tion or sections shall have effect throughout 
the county, with the substitution of ‘‘ county” 
for “burgh,” of ‘‘ County Council” for “town 
council,” and of The Local Government (Scot- 
land) Act, 1889, and Section 57 thereof for the 
principal Act, and Section 316 thereof. 


. 


page 45, line 15, to leave out from 
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In this section the expression “county” 
shall mean a county excluding any burgh or 
police burgh situate therein.’”—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 98. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
the new sub-section of which he had 
given notice was also in pursuance 
of a pledge given to the Leith Harbour 
Board. It was an agreed clause. 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 46, line 43, after the word 
‘trustees’ to insert as a new sub-section : 
‘Nothing in this Act contained shall 
affect or prejudice the provisions of any Act 
relating to the Harbour and Docks of Leith, 
Aberdeen, Dundee, or Greenock.’ ’’—(Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 98, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 99 to 100 agreed to. 


Clause 101. 


said this clause was unnecessary. It 
was inserted in both the present | 
Bill and the Town Councils (Scotland) | 
ill, which would be considered later in | 
the afternoon; it was not required in 
both Bills, and it was proposed to omit 
it from the Burgh Police Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


‘To leave out Clause 101.”—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clauses 102 and 103 agreed to. 
Clause 104. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 104, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 105. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 105, as amended, agreed to. 


Schedule. 


{12 AuGusT 1903} 
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Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH said 
there was only one Amendment of im- 
portance in the Schedule, and that was in 
connection with slaughter-houses. An 
Amendment had been inserted in the 
other House, the effect of which was to 
allow slaughter-houses to be erected close 
up to the boundary of the burgh. It was 
thought to be fair that, as slaughter- 
houses in burghs were under public con- 
trol and regulation, private enterprise 
should not he allowed to undersell them 
just outsidethe burgh, and thatif there were 
to be other slaughter-houses, as he thought 
there ought to be, they should be under 
the regulation of a public authority-— 
either the Burgh Council or the County 
Council. That was the effect of the 
Amendment, and he thought he might 
say the proposal was agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 63, column 2, after line 10, to 
insert at end of section the words ‘or 
is provided by a local authority other than a 
town council, and in such last-mentioned case 
notice of the proposal to provide a slaughter- 


| house shall be given by such local authority to 
| the town council of the burgh, and the town 
| council may, within one month after receipt of 


| such notice, appeal to the Local Government 
| Board for Scotland against such proposal, and 


| the decision of the Board shall be final.’ ’— 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH | (Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 





On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 


Moved, to leave out pages 64, 65, and 
66.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. Then 
(Standing Order No. XXXIX. having 
been suspended), Amendments reported. 
Bill read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). 
|The Earl of Mor.ey in the Chair. | 
Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to. 


Clause 7. 








975 


Sheep 
Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 


{LORDS} 


Scab Bill. 976 


Amendment, by leave of the Com. 


said he was obliged, with great regret, to | mittee, withdrawn. 


ask the House to strike out this clause. 
The point was that at present there was | 
one register for Parliamentary voters, and | 
the municipal and County Council registers | 
were practically the same. The muni-| 
cipal elections were held in November | 
upon the new register, which came into | 
force on Ist November, but the nomina- | 
tions had to take place in October on 
the old register. Candidates were thus 
nominated on one register and elected on 
another. That arrangement had caused | 
a certain amount of inconvenience, and | 
the object of the clause was to do away 
with the difficulty by bringing the new | 
register into force before 20th October, | 
the date of the nominations. He was, 
sorry to say that had been found to be 
impossible, and that reform could not be | 


Clause 8 agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived : then 
(Standing Order No. XXXIX. having 
been suspended), Amendments reported ; 
Bill read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order): Com- 
mittee negatived : then (Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. having been suspended), 
Bill read 3°, and passed. 


SHEEP SCAB BILL. 
[SEcoND READ:NG.] 
Order of the Day for the Second 


effected. He had, therefore, with reluct- Readng, read. 


ance, to move the omission of the clause. | 


Amendment moved— 


‘To leave out Clause 7.”—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 8. 


THE Eart oF CAMPERDOWN said 
that in two or three places there occurred 
a word to which he had before objected— 
namely, the word “retiral.” He moved 
to substitute the word “ retirement.” 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 33, to leave out the word 
“retiral’ and insert the word ‘ retirement.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°. 


| THE Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: In moving that this Bill be read 
a second time this day three months, 
'l have to say that there has been a 
| somewhat serious misunderstanding be- 
tween the agriculturists of this country 
‘and the Board of Agriculture; but I 
‘hope I may be allowed at the outset to 
'say that I do not in any way wish to 
_impute anything approaching a breach 
of faith to my noble friend the President 
of the Board of Agriculture. Everyone 
'who knows my noble friend knows that 
he is incapable of committing a breach 
| of faith, and I should be the very last 
person in this House to wish even to 
/hint at such a thing. But I do think 
that probably the fact that he was not 





/at the Board of Agriculture when this 
| Bill was brought forward, and was not 

Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH personally acquainted with the negotia- 
hoped the noble Lord would not press tions which took place at that time, has 
the Amendment, as the Bill was to amend | Jed him into some error with regard to 
another Act in which the word “retiral ”| what then passed and was understood 


appeared, and he would not like to make | 
that change in the present Bill. 


THE Eart oF CAMPERDOWN said 
that under the circumstances he would 
not press the Amendment to a Division. 
He would only say that if this word had 
been used in Scotch Acts it must have 


been employed by some of the less| 


cultivated of the earliest Scotch kings. 


to be the course subsequently to be 
pursued in regard to this measure. 

This Bill was introduced into the House 
of Commons on 24th March, read a 
second time on 3lst March, and sent to 
the Standing Committee on Trade the 
same day. The moment the Bill was 
introduced there was a very strong !eel- 
ing against it on the part of large sheep 


farmers, at any rate in the North of 
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England, and I know the feeling existed 
in other parts of the country. ‘The next 
thing that happened was that the 
northern branch of the Land Agents 
Society —a very important society of 
land agents, embracing most of the 
leading land agents in England — 
the northern branch covering Northum- 
berland, Durham, and Yorkshire— 
assed a resolution against the measure. 
That Resolution was forwarded to the 
Board of Agriculture. The same thing 
was done in divers parts of the country ; 
I cannot say how many districts took 
that course, but I know that the Oswestry 
Town Council petitioned against the 
sill, and that the Cheshire Chamber of 
Agriculture passed a resolution against 
it. Then there wasan interview between 
many of those interested in the question, 
and the late President of the Board of 
Agriculture, who was also to have met 
the northern agriculturists at Newcastle 
towa-ds the end of April, but un- 
fortunately his sad illness prevented him 
going. Major Craigie took his place, 
and there was a large and important 
gathering. I may mention that those 
who appeared on that occasion included 
such men as Sir Jacob Wilson, who is 
known to many Members of this House ; 
Mr. Stevenson, one of the leading 
veterinary surgeons in the North of 
England ; and Sir Henry Scott, who 
was selected by the Board of Agriculture, as 
a typical sheep farmer, to be placed upon 
the Committee appointed by the Board 
to consider the question of the dipping 
of sheep. The result of all these negotia- 
tions was that it was understood, at any 
rate by those who went to the Board of 
Agriculture, that this Bill was practically 
dead, and that an inquiry would be held 
into the question of sheep dips, ax it 
appeared that nobody knew what was 
the best dip to be used. 


Sheep 


Lest it should be said that that Com- 
mittee to which I referred was appointed 
to consider only the particular kind of 
dip to be used, | may remind your 
Lordships that the reference to the 
Committee also included— 

“The times and intervals at which sheep 
should be treated or dressed, regard being had 
to the life history and characteristics of sheep 
scab and other parasites, and to the practical 


conditions under which sheep farming is carried 
on in various parts of the United Kingdom.’ 


{12 AuGust 1903} 





| valuable one. 





Scab Bill. 


It was clearly understood by these 
gentlemen that that meant that a con- 
siderable portion of the matters which 
are included in this Bill would be con- 
sidered by the Committee, and that any 
legislation which took place would be 
based upon the Report of that Com- 
mittee. The Committee has not yet 
reported, and there is not much chance 
of its reporting for some months to 
come. What corroborates my statement 
that the objectors to the measure were 
justified in considering that the Bill was 
dead is the fact that from 31st March 
down to 7th August nobody ever heard of 
the Bill at all. I suppose the Standing 
Committee on Trade heard of it, but 
nobody outside that Committee were 
aware of its continued existence. On 
7th August, to the astonishment of every 
one, it was brought up in the House of 
Commons to be considered as amended. 
I at once received representations from 
the gentlemen who had objected to the 
Bill before calling attention to the 
matter. I naturally replied that it was 
no use my doing anything unless the 
objectors bestirred themselves and repre- 
sented to the Board of Agriculture their 
view of the situation. Your Lordships 
are aware how very difficult it is to 
move people in the country, especially 
agriculturists, but notwithstanding that, 
I think I am right in saying that during 
the last week a considerable number of 
letters, protesting against this measure 
being proceeded with in its present form, 
have been rece ved by the Board of Agri- 
culture. I think it isa somewhat strong 
proceeding to leave a measure untouched 
from 31st March to 7th August, and then 
tocarry it through its stagesin the House 
of Commonsand bring it up to this House 
on 12th August and, as I suppose is the 
intention. to take all its stages in one day, 


It is true that the Bill comes before 
your Lordships as amended, but there 
is only one Amendment of any im- 
portance, and that, I admit, is a very 
In the original Bill it was 
proposed that public dipping places 
should be established. Everybody who 
knows anything about sheep scab knows 
perfectly well that you can have no 
better plan for spreading the disease than 
that of public dipping places to which 
all sheep must go. This evil has been 
avoided by the Amendment, but that is 


978: 
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the only Amendment of any importance 
which has been made in the Bill. In all 
other respects the Bill is exactly the 
same measure as was so strongly objected 
‘o, and which it was supposed had been 
dropped. The representations to the 
Board of Agriculture have come from 
all purts of the country. I cannot state 
them all, but | know that they have 
come from Wales, Cheshire, Lancashire, 
Wiltshire, Yorkshire, Shropshire, and 
Northumberland ; they have come from 
landowners, farmers, land agents, and 
veterinary surgeons. In fact, there have 
been protests against the Bill from all 
sides, and | should like to know—as 
doubtless there are some parts of the 
country which are anxious f.r the Bill— 
how many representations have been 
made in its favour. I will read a short 
extract from a letter which I received 
from Sir Henry Scott who, as I have 
said, was appointed upon the Sheep 
Dipping Committee by the Board of 
Agriculture. He writes— 


Sheep 





‘Farmers generally are much against the 
Hill. The feeling in the North of England was 
expressed strongly by the farmers who met 
Major Craigie in conference at Newcastle. I 
have never seen so- numerous or influential a 
meeting of farmers. I believe most farmers 
were ofthe opinion that the Bill would never be 
brought forward.” 


I think, therefore, I am justified in 
saying that it was understood that the 
sill would be dropped. [had better read 
another sentence from this letter. Sir 
Henry Scott says— 


“T have a good excuse for having a decided 
opinion on such matters. Probably there is no 
man living who has had a more extended 
experience than I have in the counties of 
Sutherland, Ross-shire, Inverness-shire, Argyll- 
shire, and Northumberland, | in hill land, 
pasture land, and arable land.’ 


Under these circumstances I ask, is it 
so very necessary to pass this Bill? If 
there is such a very strong feeling 
against it, is it necessary to force it 
through this session against the desire of 
those who are interested that it should be 
dropped, and who have no‘ carried on 
the agitation against it, which no doubt 
they would have done, if they had had 
any idea that it was to be proceeded 
with? There is another reason why the 
Bill should not be carried farther. One 


of the provisions is that there should be 
The Duke of Northumberland. 


{LORDS} 





Seab Bill. 
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an effective dipping of sheep. It is 
admitted, I believe, that nobody has ye 
made up his mind as to what an effective 
dip is. Your Lordships are aware that 
sheep dipping may bea very dangerous 
operation and one which may be 
conducted in a manner which will 
do great harm to sheep and to the 
farmers. I was told the other day by a 
leading agriculturist that there was 
only one dip in the world really worth 
anything. I do not know how that 
may be, but it does seem to me to be 
a little thing to ask that, if that is really 
the case, this Committee which the Board 
of Agriculture have themselves appointed, 
should report before you pass a Bill 
requiring effective dipping, which you 
are not at present in a position to define. 
That is an important matter, but it is 
not the real crux of the Bill) What is 
felt very strongly by agriculturists is 
that if you want to put a stop to sheep 
scab you must do it by a compulsory 
and universal measure. No infectious 
disease amongst animals, so far as [ 
know, has ever been put a stop to 
except by universal compulsion. You 
have stamped out cattle plague, foot-and- 
mouth disease, and hydrophobia by enact- 
ments of un‘versal application, and you 
have failed to stamp out swine fever 
because you have not had provisions of 
general application. 


I must remind your Lordships that 
interference with the business of a 
farmer, saying he shall not do this or 
he shall do that, is a great annoyance, 
and to a certain extent an injury 
to his trade. Farmers are perfectly 
willing, nay anxious, to submit them. 
selves to such restrictions, if they 
are necessary and well adapted to the 
purpose of putting a stop to infectious 
disease, but they are not willing to allow 
a code of rules to be brought in which 
shall apply to one part of the country 
and not to another—rules which wil! 
render a farmer liable to be infected 
from districts to which the provisions do 
not apply, while he himself is restricted 
in every way in the following of his 
calling. I want to make it perfectly 
clear that those for whom I am speaking 
are most anxious for some legislation on 
the point. I copied this extract the 
other day from a letter which appeared 
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in the Press from a leading sheep-farmer 
in the North— 


“There is not a single Sheep-breeders’ As- 
sociation in Northumberland that has not over 
and over again urged on the Board of Agri- 
culture the necessity of making dipping com- 
pulsory—the National Sheep-breeders’ Associa- 
tion among them. But it is a very ditferent 
thing to put it into the hands of local authorities 
to carry it out, and only to have it carried out 
where these local authorities wish to do so.” 


Sheep 


I have herea letter from a leading land 
agent ; he is agent to a very large landed 
property, and he has had much experi- 
ence in different parts of the country. 
He writes— 


{12 Aucust 1903} 
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beg to move that the Bill be read a 
second time this day three months. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and add at 
the end of the Motion the words, ‘ this day 
three months.’ ”—(The Duke of Northumber- 
land.) 





| *THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
| AGRICULTURE (The Earl of Onstow) : 
|f am very sorry indeed that the 
'noble Duke should think that there 
| has been any misunderstanding between 
| the officials of the Board of Agriculture 





“T hope I have made it clear that there is| and the farmers who are interested in 


a strong feeling in favour of compulsory dip- 
ing. 
Pr taking the necessary powers, the Board 
of Agriculture hand them over to the local | 
authorities, who can act only within their own 
areas. If a man in Scotland has scab in his | 
flock, and sells 500 sheep in, say, five lots, to | 
different purchasers in different parts of the | 
country, one of whom resides in Oxfordshire, 
the man may report scab, and the Oxfordshire 
County Council may act promptly, but though 
it may stamp it out there, it has no machinery 
to trace where the taint originally came from, 
nor will it trouble itself about where the other 
four lots have gone. All it can do is to report 
to the Board ; so that the owner of the original 
Scotch flock may escape a dipping order 
altogether, and continue to spread the disease 
year after year, and the Board can only say 
that the local authorities have powers if 
they think fit to usethem. The authority 
and responsibility alike should rest with the 
central authority, and no other course can 
stamp out the disease or satisfy agriculturists.” 





[ think 1 have given sufficient reasons 
for rejecting a Bill brought in under 
these circumstances, and, as it appears 
to me, so far as the agriculturists are 
concerned, by a _ misunderstanding. 
The measure is not calculated to do 
what agriculturists wish, and, like all 
legislation of this kind, which simply 
tinkers with a big and important ques- 
tion, it will cause the maximum amount 
of annoyance, while doing the minimum 
amount of good. I cannot myself see 
why the whole thing should not be de- 
ferred to another session. By that time, 
I presume this Committee will have 
reported ; we shall then be in a better 
position to consider the whole question ; 
the noble Lord will then be able to hear 
all there is to be said on the subject, 
and I sincerely trust we shall have a 
thoroughly good Bill dealing with what 
is really a very important matter. I 


The objection to the present Bill is that, | 


this question. I have looked very closely 
into the records—which, of course, are 
kept in the Department—of the 
interviews between officials of the 
Board and the parties interested, and 
into the reports of the conferences which 
have taken place, especially the one at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, to which the noble 
Duke has referred, but I have utterly 
failed to find any hint or suggestion that 
it was not intended to proceed with this 
Bill. It is quite true, as the noble Duke 
says, that in another place a con- 
siderable time elapsed between the Second 
Reading of the Bill and its consideration 
in Grand Committee and in Committee 
of the Whole,House, but your Lordships 
are aware that there is great pressure on 
the time of another place, and some Bills 
have naturally to wait until near the 
close of the session. But it must have 
been p2rfectly well known to all those 
who represent those parts of the 
country which the noble Duke says are 
opposed to the Bill, that the measure 
was proceeding on its normal course. 
No representations were made ; the Bill 
was read a second time, I believe, 
without debate ; it was fully considered 
in Grand Committee; alterations to 
which the noble Duke has referred were 
made; and I do not think at any stage 
of its proceedings there was any sug- 
gestion that the Bill would be dropped. 
If there has been any misunderstanding, 
I venture to say it has been on the part 
of the farmers themselves. I think 
that misunderstanding more particularly 
relates to the intention and object of 
this Bill. This’ is not, as the noble 
Duke seemed to convey to your Lord- 
ships, a Bill for subjecting farmers to 
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great annoyance by Act cf Parlia-| have this power conferred upon us that 
ment. What the Bill does is to confer | we desire to press the measure forward. 
on the Board of Agriculture certain If the Bill is postponed until next year 
powers for making orders for the com-| we shall waste a whole year, whereas, if 
pulsory dipping of sheep. The Board of it is passed now the Committee will 
Agriculture has been in existence a | Teport in the course of the winter and 
good many years, andI venture humbly | we shall be able to bring our order into 
to say that after my short experience | operation for the time of year when 
it appears to me to command a consider- | -heep-dipping is best carried out. The 
able amount of confidence on the part noble Duke stated that sheep-dipping 
of the agricultural interest. If the could not be carried out at all times of 
House is of opinion that the Board can- the year, and I quite agree with him. | 
not be safely entrusted with the power | would remind the noble Duke that there 
of making these orders, that will be a are other counties in England besides 
good reason for rejecting the Bill; but | those he has referred to. In the counties 
if, on the other hand, the Board is of Kent and Shropshire there is a great 
regarded—as I venture to think it is—as demand for the passing of this measure. 
the friend of the farmers, and not ,I was down at Maidstone only a very 
in the least likely to pass any order, few days ago, and it was then strongly 
which would inflict hardship on or work pressed upon me by several of the large 
adversely to the sheep-farming interest, | sheep-farming interests in Kent, that the 
I think your Lordships may safely be measure ought to be proceeded with as 
asked to entrust to the Board the power speedily as possible. The noble Duke 
which it asks. I can assure the noble seemed to be very much afraid that 
Duke that in his county—where I|' unless the order were made universal 
think the oppositionto this Bill originated, | throughout England that there would 
and whence it has spread, Ido not know be a danger of introducing disease 
by what means, to the other counties from a county which had not put the 
to which he has referred—the Board order into force into a county which had 
would put no order into operation under put it in force. But I would point out 
this Bill, should it become an Act, with- to the noble Duke that there is ample 
out consulting those who are principally , power taken to prevent such sheep from 
intereste| in the sheep-farming industry coming into a county. Any local author- 
in Northumberland. ity may prevent a diseased animal from 


The noble Duke asked, How are Coming in, and can appoint inspectors 
you to know what is the best dip who shall inspect the sheep before it 
or what is an efficient dip? He said ¢™es Into a county. 
there was only one such dip known. | 


I am glad the noble Duke did not Tye DuKeor NORTHUMBERLAND: 


mention the name of that dip 4 it | How is he to tell that it is diseased ? 
would have been too great an advertise- 


ment forthe individuals who manufacture 

it. Icanassure the noble Dukethatitis *THE Eart. or ONSLOW: I am not 
not the intention of the Board to specify an expert in these matters, but I under- 
any dip until the Committee to which stand that though you cannot tell 
he has referred has reported. When we, whether a bovine animal is suffer- 
get that report we shall know what is|ing from foot-and-mouth disease, 
the best dip to adopt. But that is no and whether a pig is_ suffering 
reason for delaying the passage of this from swine fever, because it is 
Bill. 1 think the noble Duke may trust | always difficult to say whether a disease 
the Board to see that only an efficient is latent in any animal, | am told that 
dip is employed. When the Committee experienced persons can, by inspecting a 
was appointed, Mr. Laurence Hardy, its sheep, tell whether it has scab or not. 
chairman, undertook the duty of presid- I can assure the noble Duke that if 
ing over the proceedings on the distinct , such a case arises as he mentions— 
understanding that it was not to hinder, namely, that there is an infected area 
the passage of this Bill. That assurance from which deszase is being disseminated 
was given, and it is because we wish to, and its situation is known, we shall 


The Earl of Onslow 
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985 Sheep 
at once take steps to send an in- 
spector down to discover what that 
area is, and to inform every County 
Council of that affected area, when I[ 
have no doubt whatever that they 
would restrict the movement of 
diseased animals into their own area. 
I hope the House will not object 
to the Bill, and I would point out 
that the objection of the _ noble 
Duke to it arises from a misconception 
of its object. It simply confers powers 
upon the Board of Agriculture to issue 
an order for the compulsory dipping 
of sheep. That power is «nly to be 
exercised after very careful considera- 
tion, and it can only be done by the 
local authority, because the local 
authority alone have the machinery 
by which the order can be carried 
into effect, and they alone have the 
power to raise the necessary funds 
under the Diseases of Animals Act for 
carrying it into effect. If you do not 
trust your County Councils, if you do 
not trust your Board of Agriculture 
that is a very good reason for rejecting 
the Bill But if you do trust the 
machinery of a Government Depart- 
ment and the County Councils who 
are the local authorities elected by the 
people, I think we may safely entrust 
to the one the framing of these orders 
and to the other the duties of inspection. 


THe Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
May I be allowed to explain one matter. 
The noble Lord said that he certainly 


excepted Northumberland. I never 
asked for Northumberland to be 
excepted. 


*Tue EarLor ONSLOW: I did not say 

that. I said that no steps would be 
taken without consulting his Northum- 
berland friends and those interested 
in sheep-farming in Northumberland. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I should 
like to say something on this matter. 
Although I was never connected 
officially with the Board of Agriculture, 
I was connected with the Department 
that carried out, I think exceedingly 
efficiently, the different matters 
connected with the diseases of animals 
and with agriculture before that Board 
was created —namely, the Privy Council. 
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I have had very considerable experience 
in the administration of all these Acts, 
particularly those with regard to 
pleuro-pneumonia and foot-and-mouth 
disease, not only as President of 
tae Council, but also as the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Irelandand as Chairman of the 
Committee in my own county which 
managed these things. My Lords, what 
I feel about this matter is that, in the 
country, farmers are very apt to refuse 
to accept the experience of people other 
than themselves. They have the utmost 
confidence in their own judgment, some- 
imes very rightly, but when any Board 
of Agriculture or any scientific body has 
got up all the facts regarding a par 
ticular disease, they absolutely refuse to 
accept the recommendations made to 
them. I have had sad trouble abou. 
that myself, and more than once, after 
I had with great difficulty carried a 
severe measure with regard to the foot- 
and-mouth disease and_pleuro-pneu- 
monia against the feeling of farmers, 
who expressed their feelings exceedingly 
strongly, they came to me and told me 
that I was right and that they were wrong 
in the matter. We have the very same 
thing here. I quite admit that the 
noble Duke named some important 
agriculturists who are Opposed to this 
measure, but, at the same, time I am 
quite convinced from what I know that, 
unless some measure of this sort is 
carried out, we shall never be able to 
stamp out this scab disease which causes 
so very serious a loss to agriculturists in 
the country. I am glad to hear the 
noble Duke cheer my remark, but I am 
afraid we differ as to the means of doing 
this. My Lords, if I am not wrong, the 
Bill gives very extensive powers indeed 
to the Board of Agriculture, for they 
can, if there should be a serious crisis, 
impose compulsory dipping all over the 
country at once. 


*vHE EArt oF ONSLOW: That is so. 


*Eart SPENCER: I thought I was 
correct. When the noble Duke was 
speaking I read the clause carefully and 
I found that the Board of Agriculture 
have that power, and they also have the 
alternative of submitting it to the local 
authorities. They clearly have the 
power to do it themselves. From my 
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experience I am convinced that His 
Majesty's Government are right in 
assuming that, unless some measure of 
this sort is carried out, all the attempts 
to stamp out this disease will fail abso- 
lutely. The noble Duke alluded, and 
very properly, to the great hardships 
which might be inflicted if the Act were 
not properly administered. He said that 
dipping was dangerous both to the 
animals and to those who dipped them. 
I am quite certain of this—that I have 
sufficient confidence in the Board of 
Agriculture to believe that they will 
frame regulations to prevent any dangers 
of that sort, and that the regulations 
made by them will not enforce dipping 
at periods of the year when it would be 
exceedingly dangerous to the sheep if 
this process were carried out. With 
regard to the lateness of the time of the 
session at which this Bill is introduced 
I am almost ashamed of again stating 
my feelings as to the House being put 
into this position of having Bills brought 
in so very late. But, my Lords, I feel 
so very strongly the importance of 
dealing with this matter that I should be 
exceedingly sorry to see this measure 
lost when it has got so far, after having 
passed through that dangerous place 
the House of Commons, which is very 
dangerous in these matters. Having 
run through that fire and having 
escaped without harm, I should be very 
sorry to see it destroyed in this House 
by the fire of the noble Duke and those 
who support him. I hope His Majesty’s 
Government will be able to carry the 
Bill through, as I believe it is very much 
in the interests of the agriculturists in 
this country who own sheep, although 
some of them may not think so. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 

Bill read 2°. 

Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended), Bill committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House 
forthwith. 


House in Committee accordingly. 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2. 
Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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*Tue Eart or ONSLOW: I move 
Amendments on this clause at page 
1, line 16, leave out “that” and 
insert “the,” and after ‘“ authority,” 
insert ‘‘ appo'nting the inspector.” These 
provide that the inspectors of a local 
authority shall not be able to act except 
under the directions of the local authority, 
and not, asit were, off their own bat. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 1, line 16, to leave out}the word 
‘that’ and insert the word ‘the,’ and after 
he word ‘authority’ to insert the words 
‘appointing the inspector.”—(The Earl of 
Onslow.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 


THe Duke or NORTHUMBER. 
LAND moved to insert after Clause 4 a 
new Clause limiting the operation of the 
Bill to three years. He did not know 
whether the noble Lord had finally 
decided to agree to, the Amendment, but 
he(the Duke of Northumberland) thought 
it was a reasonable provision, as there 
was so much objection to the Bill in so 
many parts of the country. He desired 
to explain, as he did not wish to be mis- 
understood, that he agreed with almost 
everything that had fallen from the lips 
of the noble Lord, Earl Spencer. He 
hoped the noble Lord and the House did 
not understand from anything he had 
said that his objections to this measure 
were objections to its stringency. The 
objection to be raised to it was that it 
was not compulsory for the whole of 
the country, so that he wished it to 
be made even more stringent than it 
was. He agreed that the Bill was 
necessary. 


Amendment moved— 


** After Clause 4, to insert as a new clause 
the words: ‘This Act shall continue in force 
till the 3lst day of December 1906, and no 
longer, unless Parliament shall otherwise deter- 
mine.’” (Zhe Duke of Northumberland.) 


*THe Eart or ONSLOW: I am 
afraid I cannot accept the Amend 
ment. It does not increase the stringency 
of the Bill, and would very likely con- 
siderably upset the arrangements under 
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it, because orders under it might 
be enforced in some counties and 
not in others, and if it were found de- 
sirable to extend them we should be 
met with the difficulty that all of a 
sudden the Act would come to an end at 
the expiration of three years. If that 
were to happen | am afraid we should 
find the country in an almost chaotic 
state. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Clause 5 and Title agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. 
Amendments reported. Bill read 3*, with 
the Amendments; and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION EX- 
TENSION BILL. 
Commons Amendment to Lords 
Amendments considered (on Motion), 
and agreed to. 


PATENT OFFICE (EXTENSION) BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment. Com- 
mittee negatived; and Bill to be read 
3* to-morrow. 


FREIGHT CONTRACTS. 

EarL GREY: I beg to ask His 
Majesty’s Government whether they can 
inform the House what is the present 
practice of the Crown Agents in the 
placing of freight contracts on cargoes. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
CARY For THE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MARLBOROUGH): My Lords, I think 
what the noble Earl wishes to know is 
whether the Colonial Office will depart 
from a _ practice which they have 
hitherto pursued. or whether they are 
prepared to submit their freights to 
public contract. I believe the noble 
Karl considers that the system adopted 
by the British South Africa Company 
secures more favourable rates for freights 
than those hitherto obtained by the 
Crown Agents. Iam sure he will bear 
in mind this fact, that a considerable 
proportion of the consignments which 
the Crown Agents have to undertake are 
made up of very small amounts, and they 
have to do so in response to very urgent 
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appeals, and, in consequence, they cost a 
certain sum of money. 1 think it is 
clear that these shipments made under 
these conditions must be more costly 
than in the case where requirements for 
freights are more regular, and where 
they can be dealt with sufficiently far in 
advance as to enable favourable rates to 
be secured. I can assure the noble Ear! 
that whenever the Crown Agents have 
been able to foresee shipments of sufii- 
cient amounts to render it worth whie 
to place it out in competition, they have 
invariably succeeded in securing rates 
which, I believe, compare very favourably 
with similar transactions by other ship- 
ping agencies. With regard to the 
exceptional conditions which have pre- 
vailed recently in the South African 
shipping market, especially during the 
last eighteen months, the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies has decided to 
test this system of open competition. 
He has decided to test it in connection 
with the large shipments that the Crown 
Agents anticipate that they will have to 
make to our new colonies in South 
Africa between the present time and the 
year 1904. Under his instructions they 
will accordingly invite open competition 
tenders in the course of the next few 
weeks for 100,000 tons to be shipped up 
to the 3lst of December next, with the 
option of extending the amount to 
200,000 tons. It is hoped that the result 
of this experiment may be to show 
whether there is any advantage to be 
gained by open competition in comparison 
with the practice that has hitherto pre- 
vailed. J trust that this answer in con- 
nection with this matter will give ade- 
quate and sufficient information in a 
matter which I know the noble Earl 
considers to be extremely important, and 
one upon which he holds very strong 
views. 


Eart GREY: My Lords, I under- 
stand from the noble Duke that the 
Colonial Office has not yet invited 
tenders for freights to South Africa, 
but that itis their intention to invite 
tenders for big freight contracts — I 
understood him to say of 100,000 tons. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
They have not done so up till now. 
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EarL GREY: I am very glad to 
hear that it is the intention of the 
tovernment to advertise for tenders 
for their South African cargoes. I only 
regret that the noble Duke limits the 
application of the principle of inviting 
tenders for Government cargoes to 
large consignments. I am under the 
impression that since we had a little 
discussion in this House upon this 
question earlier in the year, that 
notices have been posted up in the 
shipping market asking for tenders 
for Government cargoes to Colombo, a 
praetice which has not existed for years. 
] should very much like to know from 
the noble Duke—and although I have 
not given notice of the Question, if he 
has the information in his possession 
] am sure the House will be glad to 
know—whether the practice of advertis- 
ing for tenders for Government cargoes 
to the Crown colony of Ceylon has been 
replied to by shipping companies 
tendering who have never yet been 
allowed to tender at all. The noble 
Duke said my interest in—— 


Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR (The Fax! 


of Hatspury): May | point out to the 
noble Earl that after he has asked a 
Question he has no right of reply. 


EarL GREY: I bow to your 
toling, my Lord. Am I in order in 
asking the noble Duke another Question 
without notice ? 


THe Lorp CHANCELLOR: Usually 
notice is given, but it is not usual and 
not in order after an answer has been 
given to raise a debate upon it. 


Fart GREY: I will obey your 
ruling. May I give notice of my in- 


tention to ask the noble Duke to-morrow | 


if he will give the House a Return of 
the rates of freight contracts for rails 
obtained by the British South Africa 
Company, to which he has referred, 
and give the points in South Africa 
for which thev are intended. I will 
move for that Return to-morrow. 
PREFERENTIAL AND RETALIATORY 
DUTIES. 

Lorp WELBY: I beg to move 
for a Return relating to tariff regula- 
tions, which | believe is unopposed, as 
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follows: Return o: preferential and 
retaliatory duties imposed, raised, re- 
duced, or repealed in the years 1823, 
1824, 1825, 1826, 1842, 1843, 1844, 
1845, 1846, 1853, and 1860, stating (1) 
the rate of duty levied, and (2) the 
revenue derived from, and the quantities 
imported of the articles concerned in the 
three years preceding and in the three 
years following such change. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEvonsHiRe) : 
There is no objection, I believe, to this 
Return. . 


Lorp WELBY: I have had an 
opportunity of conferring with the 
Customs upon the Return, and at their 
suggestion I have made some alterations 
which I showed to the noble Duke a day 
or two ago and to which he agreed. 


Return ordered to be laid before the 
House—( The Lord “elby.) 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Six o'clock till 
to-morrow, a quarter past 
Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday 12th August, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT LIGHT 
RAILWAYS BILL. 


Lords Amendment considered, and 


agreed tO. 


H&STINGS HARBOUR BILL [LORDS]. 

Ordered, that, in the case of the 
Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords], Standing 
Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239 be sus- 
pended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into consideration provided amended 
prints shall have been previously de- 
posited. 


Bill, as amended, accordingly con- 
sidered : 
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Ordered, that Standing Orders, 223 ' 


and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Z’he Chair- 
man of Ways and Means.) 


(King’s consent signified), Bill accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL [LORDS]. 
Ordered, that, in the case of the North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill 
[Lords], Standing Orders 211, 223, 236, 
237, and 243 be suspended.—(The Chair- 
man of Ways and Means.) 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL [LORDS}. 


Reported, without Amendment; Bill 
read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
They have agreed to Amendments to 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
{ Lords). Liverpool University Bill 
| Lords]. 3radford Corporation Bill 
Lords|. Bury and District Joint Water 





Board Bill [Lords]. Preston, Chorley, 
and Horwich Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]. Shrop- 
shire and Worcestershire Electric Power 
sill [Lords]. Bangor Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. Hastings Harbour District 
Railway Bill [Lords]. | Mid-Yorkshire 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. North Western 
Electricity and Power Gas Bill [Lords]. 
Scottish Central Electric Power Bill 
| Lords], without Amendment. 


PETITION. 
LICENSING LAW (COMPENSATION FOR 
NON-RENEWAL) BILL. 
Petition from Tunbridge Wells, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SEC- 
TION 1 (7) OF THE ACT). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 7th August ; Mr Grant Lawson] ; 
to lie upon the ‘lable, and to be printed. 
[No. 338.] 
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BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER 
REGULATIONS). 


Copy presented, of Final Report of 
the Departmental Committee a, pointed 
by the Board of Agriculture to inquire 
into and report upon the desirability of 
Regulations for Buttc>, with copy of the 
Minute appointing the Committee [by 
Command}; to lie upon the Table. 


BUARD OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER 
REGULATIONS). 


Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence 
to the Final Report of the Departmental 
Committee appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture to inquire into and report 
upon the desirability of Regulations for 
Butter, with a digest of the evidence, 
appendices, and index [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Tabie. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of (1) Grants paid to 
School Boards under Section 97 of 
Elementary Education Act, 1870, (2) 
School Board Accounts, (3) List of Loans, 
for 1902-3 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Lists of Secondary 
Schools, Science and Art Schools and 
Classes, and Evening Schools under the 
administration of the Board of Education, 
1902-3 [by Command]; to lie upon tlie 
Table. 

CUSTOMS. 

Copy presented, of Forty-seventh 

Report of the Commissioners of Customs 


for the year ended 31st March, 1903 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE AND CONSULAR 
SERVICE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered30th July ; Mr. Cathcart Wason| ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 339]. 


CONDITION OF TRADE AND PEOPLE. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 30th June; Mr, Gibson Bowles) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 340. ] 
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KRUYAL COMMISSIONS AND SELEC1 
COMMIT LEES (COST). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 27th May; Mr, Malcolm] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 341.] 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (CON- 
TRACTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th July ; Sir Howard Vincent] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 342.] 


PACIFIC CABLE ACT, 1901. 

Account presented, showing the 
money issued from the Consolidated 
Fund under the provisions of The 
Pacific Cable Act, 1901, and of the 
money received, expended, and borrowed, 
and securities created under the said 
Act to the 3lst March, 1903 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{No. 343. ] 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Account presented, of receipts and 
expenditure of the Paymaster-General 
on behalf of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
cature in respect of the funds of suitors 
of the Court in the year ended 28th 
February, 1903, and of account of the 
National Debt Commissioners for the 
same period in respect of funds held 
by them on behalf of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, with the Report 
of the Comptrollor and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, andto be printed. [No. 344.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
No. 393 (Hong-Kong, Annual Report 
for 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RAND MINES (NATIVE MORTALITY). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 7th August; Mr. Trevelyan| ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 345.] 

NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

Account presented, of deposits in 
Naval Savings Banks, and the payments 
thereof, and the interest thereon, etc., 
during the financial year 1901-1902 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No 346.} 


{COMMONS} 
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WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 

Return ordered, “showing (1) the 
number of Werkmen’s Trains running 
on all Railways within the Metropolitan 
area ; (2) the distance run and the fares 
charged on each particular train (in con- 


tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
187, of session 1900.”")—(Mr. Lough.) 


CYPRUS. 

Return ordered, “‘ (1) of all sums paid 
in each year, 1900-1901, 1901-2, by 
direction of His Majesty’s Government, 
out of moneys arising from the revenues 
of Cyprus, in discharge of the interest 
upon the Turkish Loan guaranteed by 
this country under the Statute 18 and 19 
Vic., c. 99 ; and (2) of all sums voted by 
Parliament during the same period in 
aid of the Administration of Cyprus; 
and also of the surplus remaining in 
each vear over and above the payments 
made out of such revenues on account 
of the said Turkish Loan and laid aside 
by way of sinking fund, together with 
the interest thereon (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Papers, No. 42, of Session 
1899, and No. 4, of Session 1902).”— 
(Mr. Pierpoint) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCU- 
LATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Condemned Rations in South Africa. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): ‘To ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office, whether, 
in 1900, there were reports received as to 
large quantities of meat and vegetable 
rations having been found bad in South 
Africa ; and, if so whether he can state if 
these were rations supplied from home or 
from elsewhere. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The only 
bad reports on meat and vegetable rations 
in 1900 affected some 20,000 N.A.O. 
rations which were supplied from this 
country. The contractor was permitted 
to replace the lot condemned. Similar 
action took place regarding subsequent 
supplies in 1901. Further consignments 





shipped from England to South Africa. 





afterwards supplied were favourably re- 
ported on. Over ten million meat and 
vegetable rations of various brands were 
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Customs Service—Promotion in the 
Waterguard Department. 

Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Buckrose) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the Board of Customs 
will consider the advisability of employ- 
ing preventive officers on duties at present 
performed by examining officers, in order 
to relieve the stagnation in promotion in 
the waterguard department. 


(Answered ly Mr. Elliot.) It is 
not contemplated to employ preventive 
officers, generally, on duties at present 
performed by examining officers, who 
belong to a different branch of the out- 
door service of the Customs. 


Dogs for Vivisection Purposes. 


Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Departient whether he is aware 
of the source from which the dogs are 
obtained which are used by vivisectors 
for experiments; and, if not, will he 
cause inquiry tu be made as to this. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) TI have no information as to 
the sources—no doubt many and various 
—ifrom which dogs are obtained for the 
purposes of experiments; and [ do not 
think that any good purpose would be 
served by my attempting to make 
inquiry on the subject. 


Woman Inspector in the Pottery Trade. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, whether he can state what steps 
have been taken tocarry out the promise 
to consider the appointment of a district 
woman inspector for the Potteries, which 
was given by Mr. Roskill on behalf of 
the Home Office on Wednesday the Ist 
July, the seventh day of the arbitration 
on the use of lead, held under the 
Factory Act, 1891. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) This matter, as the right hon. 
Baronet is ‘aware, involves questions of 
considerable difficulty. I cannot do more 
than promise to take it into very careful 
consideration after the publication of 
the award and in connection with any 
review of the staff of inspectors which 
may be necessary for the purposes of 
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next year’s Estimates. In the meantime 
arrangements have been made to secure 
for the Potteries district the largest 
share of the attention of the women 
inspectors which is possible without 
interfering with the efficiency of the 
staff in its present organisation.. 


Motor-Car Accidents. 

Mr. BAILEY (Newington, Wal- 
worth): ‘lo ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether 
eases of accidents by motor-car are 
reported by the police, if so, can he 
state what number of accidents have 
occurred to vehicles and what number of 
persons have been injured during the 
year 1902; and whether any proceedings 
have been taken by the police against the 
drivers. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) 1 have no doubt that motor- 
car accidents are reported by tlie police 
to the police authorities of counties and 
boroughs, but my information in the 
matter extends only to the Metropolitan 
Police District in which the Secretary of 
State is the police authority. In that 
district 195 accidents were reported 
during the year 1902, by which one 
death and personal injury in 194 cases 
were caused. Accidents are not neces- 
sarily due to neglect or other wrongful 
act ; but proceedings are invaribly taken 
by the police in London when an offence 
is committed by a motor-car driver 
within their cognisance. 


Schools in Rural Districts. 

Sir MARKSTEWART(Kirkendbright- 
shire): To ask the Lord Advocate if his 
attention has been called to the expense 
incurred by shepherds and other persons 
who reside in parts of the country 
remote from schools, for the education of 
their children ; and whether the Govern- 
ment will bring ina Bill next session to 
allow School Boards, showing good cause, 
to apply for assistance from the Treasury 
to enable them to board out their 
children near a school. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The matter referred to is one which has 
frequently been before the Department, 
and every effort is made, in specific 
cases, to bring about a satisfactory 
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arrangement, consistent with the pro- 
visions of the Education Acts. The 
question of extending the powers of 
School Boards, by enabling them to pay 
for the board of children, and still more 
that of making a Treasury grant for the 
purpose, are very grave, and | am 
unable at present to commit the Govern- 
ment in the direction suggested. 


Questions. 


British Merchants in the French Congo. 
Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what is the present position of the 
negotiations with the French Govern- 
ment with respect to the claims of 
British merchants for restitution of 
trading rights and compensation for 
losses sustained through the action of 
the concessionaire companies in the 
French Congo ; has it been arranged to 
refer these claims to arbitration ; and, if 
so, when is the arbitration to be held. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) The 
negotiations referred to are still in 
progress, and it would not be advisable 
at this stage to make any detailed state- 
ment. 


Venue of Ulster Winter Assizes. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether the Irish Government will con- 
sider the advisability of holding the 
coming Ulster Winter Assizes in the city 
of Londonderry now that the city has a 
venue distinct from that of the county. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
question of the selection of the venue 
for the holding of winter assizes is under 
the consideration of the Government. 


Charitable Loan Fund Act. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
if, next session, he will bring in a Bill to 
amend the Charitable Loans Fund Act. 


(Answered by Mr, Atkinson.) I much re- 
gret that the Bill which I introduced on 
this subject as an uncontroversial 


measure had to be withdrawn owing to 
threatened opposition. I think the entire 
subject requires to be dealt with in a 
comprehen ive measure, but, of course, it 
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is impossible to give any undertaking as 
to the legislation of next session. 


(uestions, 


Assimilation of Boundaries of Parliam en- 
tary and Municipal Boroughs. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury F) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he will re-introduce 
at an early date in next session and 
persevere with the measure for making 
the Parliamentary Boroughs of the 
metropolis coterminous with the 
municipal borough boundaries, in accord- 
ance with the desire of the local govern- 
ing and registration authorities in the 
Metropolis, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I could 
not at present promise to introduce this 
Bill next session. Perhaps my hon. friend 
will allow me to refer to my replies to 
Questions on this subject ia March and 
April last.¢ I could not hold out any 
expectation that I should propose a_Bill 
dealing with this matter, unless I was 
satisfied that it would be treated as an 
unopposed measure. 


Accommodation of Bristol Union 
Infirmaries. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to the in- 
firmary accommodation in the Bristol 
Union, resulting in the occasional crowd- 
ing of over 750 sick people in wards in 
two workhouses certified for 450, and 
the exclusion of cases of a mild limacy 
type, which have consequently been 
treated at a greater cost in the Bristol 
Lunatic Asylum ; and, whether, seeing 
that the old infirmary wards were con- 
demned by the inspectors in 1898, and 
that plans for a new infirmary have been 
prepared, he will say what steps he pro- 
poses to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Log.) My 
attention has been called to the need for 


further accommodation for the indoor poor 


of the Bristol Union, and I have for some 
time past been in communication with 
the guardians on the subject. I have 
pressed them to submit to me a complete 
scheme for the provision of the necessary 
accommodation, and I am now expecting 
to hear from them on the subject. 





+ See (4) Debates, exviii., 1545. 
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Corporal Punishment for a Girl in 
katham Poor Law Schools. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 

versity): To ask the President of the 

Local Government Board whether his 

attention has been called to 


{12 AuGust 1903} 


the | 


chastisement of a girl by a Poor Law | 


schoolmistress 
seeing that the corporal punishment of 
female children in Poor Law schools is 
forbidden by the regulations of the Local 
Government Board, he will state what 
steps the Local Government Board will 
take in this case to vindicate the authority 
of their regulations. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 


at Chatham; whether, | 


Questions. 1002 

will state what was the declared value 
of British imports, and the salue of 
exports of British produce, in 1873, and 
the value of those imports and exports, 
separately from one another, in the years 
1883, 1893, and 1902, calculated accord- 
ing to the Board of Trade index number 
on the basis of 1873 values, and ex- 
cluding ships from the figures of exports 
in 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
declared values of the imports into, and of 
the exports of British produce from, the 


, United Kingdom in 1873, were as follows : 


newspaper report has been forwarded to | 


me with respect to this matter, and I am 
making inquiry with regard to it. 


Average Age at Marriage. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he can state the 
mean age at marriage of men and 
women respectively married in the 
quinquennial periods 1851-5, 1856-60, 
1861-5, 1866-70, 1871-5, 1876-80, 
1881-5, 1886-90, 1891-5, 1896-1900, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
mean ages of marriage were not cal- 
culated in the earlier periods referred to. 
The mean ages in the groups of years 
from 1867, however, are :—1867-1870 
(four years) men, 28-0; women, :‘ 
1871-1875, men, 27°9; women, 
1876-1880, men, 27°9; women, 
1881-1885, men, 280; women, 
1886-1890, men, 28°3; women, 26°0. 
1891-1895, men, 28°4; women, 
1896-1900, men, 28°4; women, 26:2. 
I understand from the Registrar Gen- 
eral that in 1867-1870 more than 30 
per cent. of the people married did not 
state their ages, but that there has been 
a gradual improvement in the statement 
of ages, until in 1900 only about 1} per 
cent. did not state their ages. For these 
and other reasons, however, comparisons 
between the average ages at marriage in 
the earlier years with those in the later 
years cannot be regarded as altogether 
trustworthy. 


British Exports and Imports. 


—Imports, £371,000,000. Exports of 
British produce, £255,000,000. Ap- 
proximate values of total imports and of 


exports of British produce, exclusive of 
| ships, in the undermentioned years, at 


1873 prices, computed according to the 
Board of Trade index numbers, on the 
assumption that the average value of 
the articles of our import and export 
trade have followed the course of general 
prices :—Imports, 1883, £526,000,000 ; 
1893, £611,000,000; 1902, £797,000 000. 
Exports of British produce, 1883 


, 


| £295,000,000 ; 1893, £329,000,000 ; 1902, 


£418,000,000. As I stated in reply to 
the hon. Member for Renfrewshire West ,7 
the level of prices in 1873 was higher 


| than in any other year since 1826. 


Paris “ Tube”? Accident. 
Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: To ask the 


President of the Board of Trade if he 


will give directions that the Department 


shall be represented by an expert at any 


inquiry which may be held by the French 


authorities on the accident on the under- 
ground railway at Paris on Monday last, 
in order that proper precautions may be 
recommended by the Board of Trade to 
similar undertakings in this country with 


'a view to obviate a similar disaster in 


the President of the Board of Trade if he 


this country. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Board of Trade will take steps to obtain 
a report of the proceedings at any inquiry 
which may be held. The expert officers 
of the Department have made themselves 
acquainted with the construction and 


| working of the French railway. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask ; 





+ See page 676, 
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Board of Education—Consultative and 
Registration Committees. 


Mr. GEORGE BROWN (Edinburgh, 
Central): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether he will 
consider the advisability of strengthen- 
ing the Consultative and Registration 
Committees by the addition of specialists 
in infant school teaching. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) In 
the opinion of the Board of Education, 
the Consultative Committee -and the 
Registration Council are sufficiently 
representative of the various kinds of 
education, and there is no present inten- | 
tion of adding members to either of these | 
bodies. 





| 
| 


Lincoln Education Committee—Appoint- | 
ment of a Solicitor. | 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- | 
ing): To ask the Secretary to the Board | 
of Education whether the appointment | 
by the education committee of the city | 
of Lincoln of a solicitor to carry out its | 
legal work, instead of reporting the work | 
required to the city council and requesting 
the council to have the work undertaken, 
will receive the sanction of the Board of | 
Education. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) If 
the education committee of the city of 
Lincoln are employing a paid official 
without authority from the city council, 
the case is one which may call for the 
consideration of the city council, or of the 
auditor of the Local Government Board. 
It is not a matter in which the Board of | 
Education would take action. 


Postal Facilities at Buttersbridge, County 
Cavan. 


Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General is he aware 
that inconvenience is caused to the in- | 
habitants of Buttersbridge, and that 
locality, in the county of Cavan, owing 
to the want of a post office, money order 
office, or telegraph office ; and, seeing 
that the telegraph wires come to within 
about 200 perches of the village, wili he 
get telegraph or telephone connection 
between it and Cavan, and also establish 
a money order office, which will be very 
little expense on the Department. 


{COMMONS} 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Vhamberluin ) 
I assume that the hon. Member's 
Question refers to Buttersbridge, at 
which place there is already a post 
office, but neither telegraph nor money 
order business is transacted there. [ 
have offered to provide telegraphic 
facilities if a guarantee of £19 a year for 
seven years is given, but I have had no 
reply to this offer. The maximum 
liability under such a guarantee would 
be only £9 10s. The question of estab. 
lishing a money order office there doe 
not appear to have been raised, but | 
will have it considered. Probably a 
guarantee will be required also in that 
case. 
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Promotion in the Bristol and Cheltenhan 
Post Offices. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-Genera 
whether he will explain why a sorting 
clerk and telegraphist at Bristol, who 
was removed temporarily to Exeter te 
assist the surveyor’s staff, was upon hi 
return to Bristol, placed over the heads o| 
seventy of his senior colleagues. Alsotoask 
the Postmaster-General, whether he wil 
state by what authority the postmaste 
of Cheltenham states that no appoint 
ments as postmen in that town will k 
given to assistant postmen for some time; 
and whether any steps can be taken + 
confer appointments on those assistant 
postmen at Cheltenham who wer 
passed over some time ago, becau 
they were not eighteen years of ag 
but who have since become qualified. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
I regret to say that 1 am unable 
answer these Questions at such sho 
notice. The Questions only appear 
on the Paper to-day, and I have had 1 
time to make inquiry into the circu 
stances. 


Post Office Committee on Wages—Nam 
of Members. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: To ask th 
Postmaster-General if he has appointe 
the Committee on Wages; and, if sq 
whether he can announce the names q 
the gentlemen selected. 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have not quite completed the com- 
position of the Committee, but I hope to 
be in a position to announce the names 
in a few days. 


Pensions for Widows of Seamen and 
Marines killed in Time of Peace. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 

mouth) : To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he can announce the 
final decision arising out of the inquiry 
concerning the pensions to be paid to 
widows of seamen and marines who lose 
their lives in time of peace ; and whether 
this charge will be transferred from the 
junds of Greenwich Hospital to the Con- 
solidated Fund. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) I may 
refer the hon. Member to an answer 
given by the First Lord of the 
Treasury on 15th June. 7 


Delay in Appointment of Mr. P. J. Boyle 
as Light-Keeper. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say why 
Mr. Patrick James Boyle, of Rutland 
Island, county Donegal, who passed the 
necessary examination some 15 months 
ago, has not yet been appointed to the 
position of light-keeper, whilst other 
persons have been appointed whose 
examination was subsequent to his. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham): No 
persons have been examined for this 
position since the date at which Mr. 
Boyle was examined. 


British Museum Reading - Room and 
National Library of Ireland—Staff 
and Number of Readers. 

Mr. HUGH LAW: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will give the number of 
readers’ attendances for the year 1902-3 
{or the last year for which figures are 
obtainable) at the reading-room of the 
British Museum and at the National 
Library of Ireland respectively ; and also 
the number of the library staff in each 
case. 


(Answered by Mr Wyndham.) The 
number of readers’ attendances” at the 





tSee (4) Debates, exxiii., 954. 
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reading room of the National Library of 
Ireland in the year mentioned was 
174,796. The library staff consisted of 
a librarian, two assistant librarians, 
fourteen attendants, and two cataloguers. 
Two additional attendants have been 
employed since the Ist April last. | 
have no information in respect to the 
reading-room of the British Museum. 


Early Statutes of Ireland—Progress of 
Printing. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what progress 
has been made with the printing of the 
early statutes of Ireland, in what form 
they are being printed, and how soon 
the first volume is likely to be published. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The early 
statutes of Ireland will be published in 
octavo, as part of the series of Irish 
Record Office books. About 100 pages 
are in type, and it is hoped that the first 
volume will be ready for issue early next 
year. 


Royal Visit to Ireland — Railway Over- 
crowding and Excursion Facilities 
on the Lough Swilly and Letterkenny 
Railway. 

Mr. MFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if the attention of the 
Board of Works has been drawn to the 
fact that on the occasion of the King’s 
visit to Londonderry on the 28th July 
last no excursions were issued on the 
Letterkenny railway ; that the Letter- 
kenny and Burtonport lines were 
denuded of rolling stock to supply the 
Lough Swilly line, which issued excur- 
sion tickets ; that compartments made to 
accommedate eight people carried 
twenty; and that at Newtoncunning- 
ham Station a couple of coal trucks or 
goods wagons were utilised to carry 
passengers ; and, if so, will inquiry be 
made by the Board of Works into this 
and other complaints of the Leugh 
Swilly Company in the management of 
the Letterkenny Railway. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Company anticipated that the traffic on 
this date on the Burtonport and Letter- 
kenny lines, at the ordinary fares, would 
be as much as carriage «accommodation 
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could be provided for. It was, therefore, 
considered inadvisable to issue excursion 
tickets. The Company deny that the 
Burtonpo.t line was denuded of rolling 
stock to supply their own system. They 
State that there were seven carriages 
and two vans in use on the Burtonport 
line, which they say were quite sufficient 
for the traffic. As regards the use of 
wagons for passengers on the date in 
question, the Company state it is not 
practicable to estimate correctly the 
number of people likely to travel by the 
Letterkenny railway by the morning 
train, that on arrival at Newtowncun- 
ningham the train was quite full, and 
that, consequently, about fifteen pas- 
sengers elected to travel in two flat 
wagons. These passengers, however, 
were changed into carriages at Tooban 
Junction, six miles further on. The 
Board of Works have the question of 
the more efficient working of the Burton- 
port and Carndonagh Railways under 
consideration, and representations have 
been addressed to the Lough Swilly 
Railway Company on the subject. 


Questions. 


Excursion Parties on the Lough Swilly 
ailway. 


Mr. McFADDEN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, if he is aware that the Lough Swilly 
Railway Company, on the occasion of the 
holding of an agricultural and industrial 
show at Letterkenny on the 16th July 
last, refused to carry or give travelling 
facilities to excursionists from Culdaff and 
Carndonagh desirous of visiting the 
show ; and, if so, whether the Board of 
Works intend to take any action in 
reference to this refusal, or see that the 
loss occasioned by it to the receipts from 
the Letterkenny Railway is made good 
to the ratepayers in the guaranteeing 
area. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Company did not refuse to carry this 
excursion party. The gentleman acting 
for the party did not accept the offer 
made by the Company for three weeks, 
and in the interval another large party 
made arrangements forthe same date, 
which were agreed to by the Company. 
The former party has since been carried 
from Corndonagh to Derry without com- 
plaint. 


{COMMONS} 
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(Questions. 1008 


Heating of Irish National Schools. 


Mr, MURPHY ( Kerry, E. ): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether anything will 
be done for the heating of Irish national 
schools during the coming winter. 


Delay 
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(Answered by Mr Wyndham.) The 
Estimates contain no provision for this 
service, except in the case of the modd 
schools, The question, however, will 
receive consideration in connection with 
the results of the recent inquiry 
respecting Irish elementary day schools, 
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Ireland—Non-appointment of Manual 
Instructresses. 


Mr. MURPHY: To ask the Chid 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Tre 
land if he will state what amount has 
been returned to the Treasury on accoum 
of the non-appointment of manual 
instructresses during the last financial 
year. 


Harbour Works at Portevelin. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY : To ask the Chi¢ 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 6 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Committee of Inspection of the Congeste! 
Districts Board, in July, 1901, recom 
mended that Board to carry out certai 
harbour works at Portevelin, Count; 
Donegal, and that the Board commun: 
cated with the War Department with 
view to getting their assistance in carry 
ing out the work on account of it 
proximity to the Leenan Head Battery 
and, if so, will he say what has been th 
result of the communications with th 
War Department, and whether the Boar 
intend to carry out the work. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 'The exist 
ing pier and the adjoining land are th 
property of the War Department, an 
that Department is unable to make anyy 
contribution towards the cost of the pro 
posed works. The Congested Districts he pu 
Board has postponed, for the present 
further consideration of the project. 
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Delay in Erection of Labourers’ Cottages 
in the Cavan Union. 

Mr. McGOVERN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
and is he aware that the Cavan Rural 
Districts Council attributes the delay in 
erecting labourers’ cottages in the Cavan 
Union to the action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board officials; and, if so, can he 
state what are the documents which the 
Local Government Board require before 
an arbitrator can be appointed, and wiil 
he see that no arbitrator who has any 
connection with the landlords of Cavan, 
or any of the adjoining counties, will get 
the appointment. 


Questions. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am not 
aware that the District Council attributes 
to the Local Government Board the re- 
sponsibility for the delay that has taken 
place in the erection of the cottages. The 
causes of the delay were indicated in my 
reply to the hon. Member's previous 
Question of the 13th July,+ and the 
District Council in December last was in- 
formed by the Board of its requirements 
in respect to the documents essential to 
the arbitration inquiry. It is the practice 
of the Board to appoint as arbitrators 
only such gentlemen as, in the Board’s 
opinion, will discharge their duties in an 
efficient and impartial manner, and who 
have no direct or indirect interest in the 
Plands the subject of arbitration. 
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Working of Tramways (Ireland) Acts. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask the Chief 
BSecretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will consider the 
Badvisability of appointing a Viceregal 
Commission or otherwise inquiring into 
the working of the Tramways (Ireland) 
Acts, 1860 to 1900, with a view to the 
edification thereof and the assimilation 
of the law in Ireland with reference to 
light railways with what it is in England. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There 
does not appear to be any urgent reason 
fr the codification of the Irish Tram- 
ays Acts. Each Act has been drawn 
rith a careful regard to those preceding 
:, and no serious difficulties have been 
xperienced in their interpretation by the 
rovernment or, so far as it is aware, by 
he public interested in the system. The 
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features of the law in Ireland with 
regard to light railways differ very con- 
siderably from those of the law in 
England —for instance in the matter of 
free grants by the State—and it would 
not be practicable to assimilate the law 
in the two countries. I see no necessity 
for the appointment of a Commission as 
suggested. 


Questions. 


Medical Attendance on Royal Irish 
Constabulary—Consulting Physicians. 


Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if, in view of the fact that Lrish 
Poor Law medical officers have power to 
call in consultation, in the case of severe 
illness of a poor person, any physician 
or surgeon they may desire, he will 
explain why the same discretion is not 
permitted to medical attendants ot the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No 
proper analogy can be drawn between 
the two services. In the case of medical 
attendants on the Constabulary, the 
cost, estimated at about £13,000 in the 
current year’s Estimates, is defrayed by 
the State. It is also to be borne in 
mind that in Great Britain, in ‘the large 
majority of local county forces, the 
police have to provide their own medi- 
cal attendance, and in no case where 
such is supplied does it include attend- 
ance for the man’s wife or family, as in 
Ireland. 


Dr. THOMPSON : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his attention has been directed 
toa circular issued and signed by the 
Deputy Inspector-General of Lrish Con- 
stabulary, to the effect that no extra 
remuneration to a medical attendant, 
nor fees to any other doctor called in 
for consultation, can be granted, and 
such claims are not to be submitted ; 
and, if sv, whether, in the interests of 
the constables, he will take steps to 
withdraw the circular. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I have 
nothing to add to my reply to the 
similar Question put to me yesterday by 
the hon. Membert. 





‘esent + See (4) Debates, exxv., 394. 
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Grievances of Officers of Irish Poor Law| (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Reports 
Services. or regulations purporting to have been 


Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of his public 
statement that the officers of the Irish 
Poor Law service have grievances which 
require to be 1emedied, he will consider 
his decision, and either appoint a Royal 
Commission to consider them, or else 
enlarge the scope of the Vice-Regal Com- 
mission now sitting, so as to allow these 
matters to be investigated and reported 
upon. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I have 
nothing to add to the statements already 
made by me on these matters. The 
complaints of the medical officers cannot 
be advantageously considered until after 
the Government has had an opportunity 
of considering the Report of the Vice- 
Regal Commission. 


Increased Rents on Estate of Mr S. E. 
Shirley in County Monaghan: 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will explain the reason the 
Sub-Commissioners in County Monaghan 
increased a number of rents on the estate 
of Mr.#S' E. Shirley. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Sub-Commission gave its decisions after 
hearing the evidence offered in Court by 
either party and inspecting the holdings 
in the several cases. In forty-seven of 
the cases dealt with by the Sub-Com- 
mission notices of appeal against the 
orders of the Court have been lodged. 


Irish Medical Association—Doctors and 
Irish Poor Law Appointments. 


Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to, the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland if he has received any reports 
showing that the Council of the Irish | 
Medical Association has intimidated its | 
members against doctors outside the 
association seeking Irish Poor Law| 
medical appointments; and, so, 


if 


whether he will lay them upon the. 
Table 
t 


issued by the various local branches of 
the Irish Medical Association contain the 
following, amongst other, paragraphs: 
‘That henceforth no medical man shall 
apply for, or accept, any dispensary 
appointment at a smaller remuneration 
than £200 per annum, or workhouse 
appointment under £120 per annum, 
unless both be held conjointly, when the 
minimum salary shall be £300 per annum. 
That, in the event of any position being 
taken in violation and contrary to the 
foregoing regulations, no member of our 
association shall recognise, do duty for, or 
meet in consultation, the offender. Such 
an offence on the part of a member of 
our association shall entail instant and 
ignominious expulsion.” It is not pro- 
posed to lay these reports, which have 
been circulated throughout Ireland, upon 
the Table of the House. 


Valuation of County Wicklow. 


Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to a letter from the 
Secretary of the Wicklow County Council, 
with copies of reports made by that 
officer to the County Council, relative to 
the failure of the Valuation Office to 
furnish the totals of the valuation of the 
rural and urban districts in the county 
before the Ist February in each year, 
and pointing out that the Order in 
Council requires the County Council to 
make its estimate for the ensuing year 
in the month of February, although the 
revised valuations are not furnished 
until the Ist March ; and, if so, whether 
he will take steps to ensure that the 
totals of the valuation will, in future, be 
supplied to the County Secretary not 
later than the Ist February, so as to 
enable him to base his estimate on 
reliable figures. 


(Answered « by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
revised valuation lists for the rural 
districts are issued to the County Council 
on the Ist February. The question of 
the practicability of issuing the lists for 
the urban districts by the same date is, 
as I have stated to-day in answer to the 





1013 


Questi 
at pre: 
the Ge 


Dist: 


Cou 
Eppin, 
for W 
the E 
the | 
commi 
Royel 
both v 
with | 
have 1 





the re1 
receive 
will he 
redals 
Army 
or com 


(Ans 
The in 
a minu 
by the 
think 1 
willing 
upon t! 
of med: 
our pe 
brough 





Fusilie: 


~ Dr. 

Secreta 
prohibi 
dllowin 
appear | 
a Line 


(Ans 
am not 
recently 
visit to 
knt fro 
cf the b 


Engin 


Mr. ( 
the See: 















rts 
een 

of 
the 


all 
Ty 
ion 
use 
im, 
the 
Im. 
ng 
the 
our 
or 
ich 


’ of 
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Question of the hon. Member for Cork?, 
at present engaging the consideration of 
the Government. 


Distribution of War Medals to Army 
Medical Corps. 

COLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that, in 
the Eastern District, or Command, of 
the twenty warrant officers, non- 
commissioned officers, ard men of the 
Royel Army Medical Corps entitled to 
both war medals for South Africa, some 
with as many as six clasps, only two 
have received both decorations, and of 
the remaining eighteen only two | ave 
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received the Queen’s medal; and, if so, 
will he state how many of each of these 
n.edals have been awarded to the Royal 
Army Medical Corps in other districts 
or commands. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The information required would entail 
a minute examination of the medal rolls 
by the staff concerned, and I do not 
think my hon. and gallant friend would 
willingly throw this unnecessary labour 
upon the Department. The distribution 
of medals is expedited by every means in 
our power, and any individual case 
brought to notice will be inquired into. 


Fusilier Militia Regiments and Borrowed 
Busbies. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the) 
Secretary of State for War if he will | 
prohibit for the future the practice of 
illowing Fusilier Militia Regiments to 
appear on parade‘in the cast-off busbies 
oa Line Fusilier Regiments. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) I 
am not aware of any such practice, but 
recently, on the occasion of His Majesty’s 
visit to Dublin, certain Fusilier caps were 
bnt from Army Stores on the application 
(f the battalions concerned. 


Engineer and Executive Officers in the 
Navy. 


the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 





+ See page 1022. ; 
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Mr. GROVES (Salford, S.): To ask 
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the Committee engaged in preparing the 
recommendations for assimilating the 
rank for age of engineer officers with 
that of executive officers in the Royal 
Navy has yet issued its report ; whether 
he can state the intention’ of the 
Admiralty with regard tothe assimilation, 
and whether a copy of the Report of the 
Committee will be furnished to Members, 
or placed upon the Table of the House. 


(Answered by Mr, Arnold-Forster.) The 
question referred to by the hon. Member 
has been under the consideration of the 
Board of Admiralty, and has not been 
dealt with by a Committee. There are, 
therefore, no Papers to lay on the Table. 
The decision of the Board will be pro- 
mulgated to the Fleet in the usual manner 
when the necessary steps have been 
taken, but, pending this announcement, I 
do not think it would be desirable to 
make what would necessarily be an in- 
complete statement with regard to the 
Board’s decision. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Vice-Royalty of India. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is in a position 
to state for what period the extension of 
Lord Curzon’s period of office as Viceroy 
of India has been arranged. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GerorGe HAmILtTon, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The hon. Member 
is no doubt aware that, although it is 
usual to relieve the Governor-General at 
the end of a term of five years, the 
practice rests upon custom only. Lord 
Curzon would, in accordance with this 


custom, be relieved next January, but it 


has been arranged that his term of office 
shall be continued beyond that, and that 
he shall remain in India till May, 1904. 
Should he be able to continue his work 
beyond that date the Government will 
extend his duration of office fur another 
period not exceeding two years, but it is 
likely that before reentering upon that 


| fresh term of office he may require a rest 
_and holiday in this country. 
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Ceylon Estate Schools. | 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will take into consideration 
the advisability of urging the Government | 
of Ceylon to provide additional estate | 
schools on tea, cocoa, and rubber planta- 
tions in Ceylon, in view of the fact that on 
most of such estates no provision is made | 
for the primary vernacular edueation of the 
children of the Tamil labourers ; whether 
he will also ascertain if this question has | 
been discussed by the Education Cess | 
Committee of the Incidence of Taxation 
Commission now sitting in Colombo ; and, 
if not, will he recommend that the matter | 
be brought under the notice of the Com- 
mission. 





Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
sirmingham, W.) : I am informed by the 
Governor in answer to a telegram on the | 
subject of the hon. Member’s Question | 
that the subject of the education of estate | 
children is to be considered by the Com- | 
mission. I must await the report. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: 


there be any long delay ? 


Will 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I cannot | 


say. 


Labour Question in the Transvaal. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies whether the Legislative Council | 
of the Transvaal have complete authority | 
to deal with the labour question in all | 
its aspects without first receiving the 
sanction of the Imperial Parliament. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The answer 
is in the affirmative, but the action of | 
His Majesty’s Government in advising 
the sanction of disallowance of legislation 
by Colonial Governments is, of course, 
open to the criticism of the Imperial 
Parliament. 


| 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): May I 
ask whether information will be given 
to Parliament before the Government 
sanctions’ any such ordinance which 
would enable its opinion to be expressed 
before final steps are taken ? 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh no, Sir; 
I could not possibly give that assurance. 
It would be absolutely unprecedented. 
In regard to all these Legislative Councils 
of Crown Colonies, no doubt we arein a 
sense responsible for the sanction or 
otherwise of the ordinances which they 
pass; but they are not placed before 
Parliament beforehand, and I see no 
reason for making an exception in the 
present case. 


Colonial Loans. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 


| whether he will state whether the total 
‘sum of £3,351,850, authorised to he 


advanced to certain colonies under the 
Loans Act, 1898, has been 
advanced by the Treasury ; and whether 
the rate of interest upon the loans has 


‘in any case been fixed at a higher rate 


than 2? per cent. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon): Of 


| the £3,351,820 authorised by the Colonial 


Loans Act, 1899, loans have been ad- 
vanced to the amount of £1,305,726. 
Some of the loans have been made at 
2} per cent. interest, others at 3, 3}, 
and 3} per cent., according to the 


periods fixed for repayment and the 


current rates in force for local lcans. 


Irish Death and Stamp Duties. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can explain why the produce 
of death duties and stamps in Ireland, 
as shown in the Return, No. 248, for the 
year ending 3lst March, 1903, shows a 
falling off ascompared with recent years, 
the death duties having fallen to £642,000 
as compared with £873,000 in 1900- 
1901, and the stamp duties to £284,000, 
less than any year since 1895-6; and if 
he will say what was the proportion of 
direct to indirect taxation in Ireland last 
year as shown by this Return. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Thedecreased return 
from death dutiés for the year ended 
3lst March last is mainly due to a 
diminution in the number 6f large estates 
passing at death. The receipts from 


stamp duties show a steady diminution 
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since 1897-8, with the exception of the | 
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Mr. FLOWER: Has the President of 


year 1901-2, in which there was one the Boarj of Trade made similar in- 


large special payment. This decline is | 
mainly due to the decreased amount of | 
Stock Exchange transactions during | 
recent years. 


quiries ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 


Of the total taxation of TRADE (Mr. GreraLp Batrour, Leeds, 


Ireland 26°61 per cent. was yielded by | Central): I have not seen the Report 


direct and 73°39 per cent. by indirect | 
taxes. 


| 
Alien Immigration. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 
Central): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he has received | 
the Report of the Royal Commission 
upon Alien Immigration, and what steps 
the Government intend to take to 
give effect to the recommendations, and 
prevent a large number of aliens 
coming in before legislation is passed ? 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS 
Dove.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): This 
Report was handed to me on the 10th 
inst. I have submitted it to the King, and 
it has been presented to Parliament. I 
cannot say that we have yet considered | 
the Report, as it was only received two | 
days ago, and I do not see how the hon. 
and gallant Member can expect me to 
say what the Government intend to do 
at such short notice. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consult the First 
Lord of the Treasury as to the advisability 
of an autumn session to deal with this 
very important matter ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Most cer- 
tainly not. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) : When 
will the Report be in the hands of Mem- 
bers? It has been laid on the Table in 
dummy, but there are copious extracts in 
the newspapers this morning. Why 
should it be sent to the Press before hon. 
Members have it ? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Ihave seen 
that it is quoted in the Press, and I am 
very much annoyed that it isso. I have 
made the most exhaustive inquiry so 
far as my own Department is concerned, | 
and I am convinced that there has been | 


no leakage there. 


VOL. CXXVIIL. [Fourtu SzErizs. ] 


myself. 
Stir HOWARD VINCENT: Has this 


| matter been transferred to the Home 
| Office from the Board of Trade? If so, 


that is very fortunate. 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: (Clare, 
E.): May I ask whether, in view of the 


| fact that this is not the first time that a 


Report of a Royal Commission has been 


communicated to the public Press before 


it has been communicated to Members 
of this House, he will have a searching 
investigation made, so that for the future 
what is really an infraction of the 
privileges of Members of this House, who 
are entitled to first information, may be 
put a stop to? 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I have 
made inquiry in my own Department. 
Ido not know what further powers I 
have, but of course I will consider the 
matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
advisability of inquiring at the offices of 


_the newspapers where they got it ? 


The Small Holdings Act, 1892. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley): I beg to ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Huntingdonshire, as _re- 
presenting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, if he will state how many 
County Councils have appointed com- 
mittees under the Small Holdings Act, 
1892, as directed by Section 5, Sub-section 
1, of that Act. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunt- 
ingdonshire, Ramsey): The appointment 
of the committee referred to in Section 
5, Sub-section 1, of the Small Holdings 
Act, 1892, is compulsory on the part of 
County Councils, and we have no reason to 
suppose that their statutory requirements 
in this respect have not been satisfied. Full 


2N 
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information as to the proceedings which 
have taken place under the Act up to the 
end of last year has recently been obtained, 
and is about to be published in a Return 
ordered by the House of Lords a day or 
two ago. 


Questions. 





Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Will the 
hon. Gentleman communicate with the 
County Councils pointing out the provi- 
sions of the Act and the duties imposed 
on County Councils under the clause 
named; 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: Circular 
letters explaining in detail the powers and 
duties of County and Borough Councils 
under the Act, were issued by the Board 
of Agriculture in August, 1892. I shall 
be glad to supply my hon. friend with 
copies, and to confer with him as to 
whether any further steps can usefully 
be taken in the matter so soon as the 
Return, to which I have referred, is avail- 
able. 


Religious Instruction in Primary Schools. 


Me. J. H. LEWIS = (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether, in 
view of the fact that under the new by- 
law relative to the withdrawal of children 
from religious instruction in_ schools, 
chastean authorities may, without in- 
fringing the Conscience Clause, make it a 
condition of such withdrawal that religious 
instruction shall be given elsewhere, it is 
proposed that this by-law shall apply to 
localities in which there is but one school, 
and where no facilities for religious instruc- 
tion are available elsewhere. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD oF EDUCA- 
TION (Sir WiLt1AmM ANSON, Oxford 
University) : Theaddition tothe ordinary 
form of by-law, which the Board of 
Education have announced that they will 
approve, if it should be adopted by a 
local education authority, does not in 
any way affect the right of the parent 
to withdraw his child from religious in- 
struction in a school. The right is 
specifically set forth, as heretofore. The 
new portion of the by-law is only 
concerned with the withdrawal of a child, 
not merely from the religious instruction, 
but from the school premises during the 
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time set apart for such instruction. It 
remains for a local authority, if a County 
Council, to consider whether they will 
adopt the suggested form of by-law for all, 
or any, of the parishes within their area. 


Questions. 


Hanwell Poor Law Schools. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will state what number 
of children are authorised by the certificate 
of the Hanwell Poor Law Schools to be 
maintained there; how many children 
have been maintained there during this 
month ; and, if there has been any excess, 
whether such excess has the approval of 
the Local Government Board. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrter 
Loné, Bristol, 8.) The maximum number 
of children for which the school referred 
to is certified is 746. The number of 
children at the school at the close of the 
week ended 8th August appears to have 
been 844. I have not expressed any 
approval of this excess. The matter is 
receiving my attention. 


Irish Land Purchase. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the issue of a circular to per- 
sons in County Wexford by a firm, the 
managing director of which, Mr. J. A. 
O'Sullivan, offers to found a syndicate, 
with a capital of £2,500,000, for the 
purpose of purchasing and dealing in 
Irish estates; whether he is aware that 
this is the person to whom tenants on 
the Clonfin, County Longford, estate 
transmitted several sums of money on a 
representation by him that he was 
acting for the sale of the estate on behalf 
of the Scottish Union and National 
Insurance Company, whereas the Com- 
pany, on 12th May, 1898, circularised 
the tenants warning them that this 
person had no authority to make such 
arrangements with them ; and whether, 
seeing that nothing has been heard by 
these tenants of the sale to them of this 
property, nor has any refund of the 
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Longford Appeal Registers. 
‘however, five applications in her name | 
ito have fair rents fixed on holdings in | 
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money so obtained from them been 
made, he will take steps to prosecute 
this person for obtaining money under 
false pretences. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ArKrnson, Londonderry, 
N.): My attention has been called to 
the circular, as published in the Press. 
As far as I have been able to ascertain 
from reports, Mr. O'Sullivan obtained 
from some of these tenants money to 
defray the costs of a survey of the 
estate, preparatory to sale. He proposed 
to act under a power of attorney executed 
by the tenant for life of the estate and 
the remainder-man, and claimed to be a 
mortgagee of their interests. Subse- 
quently a prior mortgagee, or the insur 
ance company, disputed Mr. O’Sullivan’s 
right, and the sale fell through. As far 
as the facts are known to the police, there 
is no evidence to justify a prosecution. 


Kenagh Fair Rent Appeal. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that in 1898 Mrs. 
Hayes, of Brookfield, Kenagh, served 
notice of appeal against the fair rent 
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order on her farm; that, although the 
Land Commission have visited Longford | 
four times since, the appeal has not been | 
listed, nor can any account of it be found ; | 
and whether, seeing that this lady claims | 
her farm to be rented at £30 a year | 
more than its value, he will cause her | 
appeal to be listed for next sittings. | 


Mr, ATKINSON: No notice of a! 
fair rent appeal in the name of Mrs. | 
Hayes can be traced in the County | 
There are, | 


the county Longford. These applica-| 
tions—three of which refer to the lands 
of Kenagh—were lodged in the Land 
Commission Office on the 29th Septem- 
ber, 1902, and will be listed for hearing 
in due course before a sub-commission. 


Cork Rating Difficulty. 


Mr. J. F. X. O’BRIEN (Cork) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he is now in | 





Questions. 1022 


a position to propose a remedy for the 
blunder made in connection with the 
levying of rates in the county borough 
of Cork in the Application of Irish 
Enactments Order, which has resulted 
in inconvenience, litigation, and expense 
in the county borough of Cork and other 
five county boroughs in Ireland ; whether 
he will consider the advisability of direct- 
ing the Commissioners of Valuations to 
provide a remedy, either by requiring 
poor rate collectors to furnish their lists 
in the month of March (instead of June 
as at present), or by making the financial 
year in county boroughs end on 30th 
June (instead of 31st March as at pre- 
sent) ; and whether, if necessary, he will 
introduce legislation at once to deal with 
this public inconvenience. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): It is 
hardly correct to say that a blunder was 
made in the Order mentioned. On the 
15th June I admitted that in some of 
the county boroughs difficulty had been 
experienced in making payments in 


}advance to boards of guardians, in the 


early part of the financial year. I have 
since inquired whether it is practical, 
by administrative action, to provide a 
remedy to meet the difficulty. At 
present the revised valuation lists are 
issued to the rating authorities on the 
lst March, the date fixed by the Order. 
If the lists could be issued a month earlier 
the difficulty, I understand, would be 
obviated. The Commissioner of Valua- 
tion states that to complete the work of 
revision by the Ist February, an aug- 
mentation of his staff would be necessary. 
The whole matter is now engaging con- 
sideration, and I propose to examine 
carefully into the question during the 
recess. 


Sergeant Byrne, Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been drawn to a prosecution recently 
instituted by Sergeant Byrne, of Bookeen, 
Loughrea, against Mr. T. Connors, D.C. ; 
whether he is aware that Mr. Gardiner, 
R.M., on behalf of his brother magis- 
trates, on announcing the decision of the 
Court, namely, dismissal of the case, 
expressed a wish that an inquiry should 
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take place into the conduct of Sergeant 
Byrne ; and, if so, whether such inquiry 
has taken place, and with what result. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received a 
report on this occurrence this morning, 
and will give it carefui attention. 


Inquiry into the Irish Labourers Act. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
what is the object of the inquiry 
announced by him into the working of 
the Labourers Acts; and whether he 
proposes to draft a Bill dealing with the 
question during the autumn to be intro- 
duced next year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no further 
announcement to make in this matter, 
except to say that the special reports 
which have been called for from the 
Local Government Board Inspectors will 
deal with the working of the Acts 
throughout the country and the 
sufficiency of existing legislation to meet 
the requirements of the labourers. 


Mr. MURPHY: Are we to understand 
the right hon. Gentleman definitely 
pledges himself to bring in a Bill dealing 
with this question next session. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
add to the very clear pledges I have 
given on the subject. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): Will the District Councils be 
given the administration of the Acts—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Kerry Congested Districts. 


Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will cause the attention 
of the Congested Districts Board to be 
directed to the County of Kerry immedi- 
ately with the view of having some work 
done by the Board in the congested 
districts of Coom, Glenflesk, Brosna, 
Knocknagoshel, and elsewhere. 
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Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question will 
be brought under the notice of the Board 
at its next meeting. 


Irish Poor Law Medical Officers. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the Irish 
Poor Law medical officers will be 
afforded any and what opportunity o 
having their alleged grievances inquired 
into by the Government; and if he wil 
explain the reason why no notice ha 
been taken hitherto of their remon 
strances. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any representa 
tions which the Poor Law medica 
officers may make, in writing, in respect 
of their alleged grievances will be con 
sidered. No such representations have 
recently been addressed to the Local 
Government Board. 


Tullamore Medical Officer. 


Dr. THOMPSON : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will explain the reason 
of the action of the Local Government 
Board in connection with the refusal o 
Dr. M‘Carthy to take up the temporary 
position of locum tenens of Tullamore 
Dispensary, to which he was lately ap 
pointed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have alread 
stated that a sworn inquiry is propose 
to be held into the circumstances cor 
nected with Dr. M‘Carthy’s appoin 
ment as dispensary medical officer, an 
his subsequent refusal to enter upon t 
duties of the office. At the presen 
stage of the case, I am debarred fror 
discussing the matter further. 

Answering a further Question th 
right hon Gentleman ‘said that, pendin 
the inquiry, he must decline to discus 
the matter. 


Maryborough Discharged Convicts, 





Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask thé 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenan 
of Ireland whether he is aware tha 
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discharged invalid convicts from Mary- 
borough convict prison have been sent 
to the Mountmellick Workhouse, and 
become chargeable upon the local rates ; 
and, if so, whether he will state by 
whose order those convicts have been so 
sent, and why they were not deported 
the to their native unions, or to those in 
IrishB which they were located at the time of 
bef their conviction. 





yk 


Yy ol 
ired 
wil) Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed by 
ha the Prisons Board that before the first 


of the three prisoners was discharged 
inquiry was made whether he would be 
admitted to a workhouse in his native 
county. The authorities of that work- 
house, however, refused to admit him. 
The guardians of the Mountmellick 
Union have, I almit, a substantial griev- 
ance in the matter ; but the question of 
providing a remedy is one that requires, 
and will receive, further and careful 
consideration. 


non- 
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Railway and Canal Rates in Ireland. 


Mr. DELANY : I beg toask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will cause inquiries 
to be made into the alleged existence of 
an arrangement come to between the 
Grand Canal Company and the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company, 
whereby the freights for goods upon the 
anal to Portarlington, Mountmellick, 
and Tullamore have been raised, and a 
percentage paid by the railway company 
0 the canal company in consequence. 
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Mr. KILBRIDE: At the same time 
may I ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
ieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
nquire if any arrangements have been 
nade between the Great Southern and 
Vestern Railway and the Grand Canal 
ompany fixing the minimum rate to be 
harged for goods traffic at competitive 
ations, such as Monasterevan, Athy, 
arlow, and Bagnalstown ; whether the 
xrand Canal Company is to receive any 
bercentage on the receipts of the carrying 
rade to these railway stations; and, if 
°, whether, in view of the necessity of 
wceping the waterways of Ireland open as 
ompetitive routes, and of the effect of 
uch arrangements on means of transit, 
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he will state what steps will be taken in 
the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
has no |Fnowledge of any arrangements 
such as suggested, and no representations 
have been made to it on the subject. 


Mr. DELANY: Will the Department 
inquire into this allegation? To my 
knowledge the rates have gone up 
25 per cent. on account of the arrange- 
ment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In these matters 
the Department does not act on its own 
initiative, although it is prepared to con- 
sider any representations that may be 
made to it. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Then before any 
inquiry is made must representations be 
made by interested persons ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes,Sir; any person 
who feels aggrieved can put his com- 
plaint before the Department, which can- 
not be expected to act on its own 
initiative. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: And when the repre- 
sentation is made, the Department will 
inquire ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM :: It will consider the 
matter. 


Borrisoleigh mie Sessions—Meagher'’s 


Mr. P.J.O’BRIEN (Tipperary.N.): [beg 
toask theChief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will explain how, in 
the case of the boy Meagher, charged at 
Borrisoleigh Petty Sessions in October 
or November, 1902, the Court dismissed 
the case without prejudice, instead of on 
the merits, considering that the evi- 
dence of Meagher’s parish priest and 
seven other witnesses went to prove 
that the accused was a total abstainer ; 
and if, under the circumstances, this 
young man is liable to be again prose- 
cuted. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The evidence for 
the defence was to the effect that 
Meagher was of temperate habits. The 
evidence of four witnesses for the pro- 
secution was that he was drunk on the 
oceasion. Having heard the witnesses 
on both sides, the magistrates, owing to 
the conflicting nature of the evidence, 
dismissed the charge without prejudice. 
The cause of complaint having arisen 
more than six months ago, Meagher is 
not now liable to be again proceeded 
against on the same charge. 


Cork Mail Delays. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
his attention has been called to the in- 
convenience suffered by business people 
in Cork owing to delays in the delivery 
of the mails there, and to the fact that, 
on the 6th instant, the mails left 
Dublin for Cork forty-five minutes late ; 
and if so, whether he will take steps to 
provide a remedy for this state of affairs. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.): As I stated to the hon. Member for 
South Tipperary on 28th May last,+ the 
occasional late arrival of the English 
mails in Dublin is sometimes due to 
unavoidable causes, such ag unfavour- 
able weather or accidents on the railway. 
but sometimes it is caused by the heavy 
traffic. When the number of passengers 
for Ireland is larger than usual, it is 
frequently necessary to run the night 
mail train to Holyhead in two portions, 
and as the first portion can be started 
little, if at all, before the appointed time, 
the second portion must be late in 
arrival at Holyhead. The railway com- 
pany have been urged to make arrange- 
ments for reducing to a minimum the 
delay thus caused, but it is feared that 
some delay is unavoidable. The delay 
which occurred on the morning of the 
6th instant was due to heavy traffic, 
both of passengers and mails, and also to 
unfavourable weather at sea. The hon. 
Member may rest assured that | will do 
all that is possible to minimise delay. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Is theright hon. 
Gentleman aware of the fact that the 





t See (4) Debates, exxiii., 128, 
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London and North Western Railway 
Company are in the habit of booking 
passengers to Holyhead and intervening 
stations by the Irish mail, and would it 
not save many delays if they would only 
book passengers for Ireland ? Can the 
right hon. Gentleman not suggest that to 
them. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
am afraid that would get me into trouble 
with the people of Holyhead and other 
places. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: But the subsidy 
is paid for the Irish mail service, and surely 
that gives a right to ask this limit. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is constantly the case that the Postmaster- 
General is asked to do the very reverse of 
what the hon. Gentleman suggests. My 
first duty is, of course, to see to the 
carriage of the mails, and I do not wish 
to inconvenience passengers more than is 
absolutely necessary. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Could not 
the right hon, Gentleman call attention to 
the fact that there is an excess of 
traffic, for which more accommodation is 
needed 2 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
do not think there is a deficiency of ac- 
commodation. It is the case that the 
company have to provide two trains in 
order to deal with the large traffic at 
certain seasons of the year, and one train 
must start after the advertised time. 
That causes some delay at Holyhead. 


Castleblaney Post Office—Female 
Telegraph Learners. 


Mr. M’KEAN (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that the rules for the 
admission of female telegraph learners 
have been recently dispensed with in 
making appointments to the local post 
office at Castleblaney, in the county of 


Monaghan ; that the surveyor of the 
district has deprived the postmistress at 
Castleblaney of the right of selecting 
candidates for the afore-mentioned posi- 
tion which she has hitherto enjoyed ; and 
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that the surveyor has selected candidates 
for the position who, in respect of age and 
otherwise, do not comply with the rules 
of the Civil Service Commissioners ; and, 
if so, whether he will have the matter 
inquired into, and see that the practice 
on the part of the surveyor is dis- 
continued. 


(Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
have no information on the subject, but 
am making inquiry, and will let the hon. 
Member know the result. 


Motor-Car Regulations. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home | 
Department whether any instructions | 
not to enforce the speed limit of motor- | 
cars outside towns have been issued by | 
the Home Office ; and, if so, whether he | 
will lay a copy upon the Table. 





*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No such 
instructions have been issued. 


Irish Mail Service. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the Irish 
mail train from and to Holyhead is often | 
so crowded, owing to insufficiency of 
carriages, that passengers are obliged to 
stand in the corridors, to their incon- | 
venience and danger ; and will he state | 
what steps he proposes taking to correct | 
this state of aflairs. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This is 
not a matter with which the Board of 
Trade have authority to deal. I have, | 
however, brought the hon. Member’s 
Question to the notice of the railway 
company concerned. 
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take to insist on the railway companies 
forwarding such goods to the English 
markets without delay, and thereby put 
them on a footing of equality with 
foreign produce. 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received through the hon. Member a 
number of complaints of delay in forward- 
ing saltless butter from Limerick to places 
in England and Wales, and am having 
inquiry made into the matter. The 
butter has to pass through the hands of 
several carrying companies, and except in 
one case, in which it is admitted that a 
consignment was forwarded in the first 
instance to a wrong address, I have not 
yet ascertained whether any avoidable 
delays occurred. I have no evidence that 
Irish butter is at- any disadvantage in 
railway transit as compared with foreign 
butter. 


Land Tax Commissioners Name Bill. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
it is intended to introduce a Land Tax 
Commissioners Name Bill before the close 
of the present Parliament. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BALFour, Manchester, E.): No Bill is 
necessary in the course of this session ; 
but I think it is not improbable that a 
Bill should be brought in either next 
session or the session after; but I cannot 
give any final decision on that point at 
present. 


The Fiscal Inquiry. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the Re- 
turns, or any instalment of the Returns, 
in relation to the fiscal inquiry of the 
Government have been received from the 


| Treasury ; if so, when will they be pre- 


| sented to the House; and whether the 


Railway Delays of Irish Produce. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask | 
the President of the Board of Trade. 
whether, having regard to the number of | 
specific complaints which have been | 
forwarded in connection with the deten- 
tion of Irish produce by the railway | 
companies, and the deterioration of such | 
produce through delay, he can say what 


steps the Board of Trade are prepared to 





Returns, when published, will be accom- 
panied by any explanatory letter that 
may have been received from the Treasury 
officials. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
that I can usefully add anything to what 
I said yesterday.+ Ido not know to what 
Returns the hon. Gentleman refers. 





+ See page 875 
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Mr. DALZIEL: May I take it that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s answer means 
that no instalments of these Returns have 
been received from either the Treasury or 
the Board of Trade ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have over 
and over again said, and I stated it in 
most explicit terms yesterday, that I 
hope that within a month very important 
Returns will be laid before the House and 
the country. I do not know that I can 
add anything to that. 


Mr. DALZIEL: My Question is 
whether I am to understand that no in- 
stalment of the Returns has up to now 


been received from the Treasury or the 
Board of Trade ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not know 
what the hon. Gentleman means. 
stated yesterday that, after these Returns 
were in print and proofs were received, 
a very careful examination had to take 
place in order to check the figures and to 
see that no errors had crept in. Of 
course, a great many of the Returns are 
already in print and are undergoing that 
process. 


Mr. BRYCE: May I ask whether, 
by the use of the word “instalment,” 
we are to understand that from time 
to time, as these documents are received 
and prepared for publication rene 
the recess, they will be published, 
and whether we may assume that the 
first block, of which \the right hon. Gen- 
tleman spoke as to be given to us in the 
next four weeks, will be followed at 
proper intervals by such other matter as 
may be obtained ? 


Mr. LOUGH: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman know that a definite state- 
ment was made in a leading newspaper 
last Saturday, that a Report had been 
received from the officials of the Treasury 
and of the Board of Trade? Is there 
any truth in that statement ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not really 
know to what statement the hon. Gen- 
tleman refers. With regard to the Ques- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
I think he cannot have been in the House 
yesterday, when the right hon. Gentleman 
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Questions. 


the Member for Fife complained of my 
suggestion that, after the Board of Trade 
had issued a volume of these Returns, it 
would be open to anybody to make sug- 
gestions as to further information that 
mightbe required. The righthon.Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fife complained 
very bitterly of the suggestion. I do not 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
agrees with that ? 
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Mr. BRYCE: My Question has 
nothing whatever to do with the re- 
marks made by my right hon. friend 
yesterday, which I heard. Itis founded 
entirely on what the right hon. Gentle- 
man said when he talked of instalments. 
Do I understand from his use of the 
word “instalments” that after the 
publication of Returns, four weeks from 
now, other Returns, when prepared, will 


I| be published during the vacation ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
ambiguity or doubt about the matter. 
We have asked for the preparation of a 
certain number of Returns. These 
Returns will, I hope, be published within 
a month. They will certainly not be 
delayed materially beyond a month. | 
think they will be published before four 
weeks have elapsed. They will include 
all the Returns that have been asked 
for. Whether other Returns will be 
asked for, either by Members of the 
Government or the public, remains to 
be seen. If they are asked for and 
granted, they will be laid on the Table 
as soon as they are ready. 


Mr. BRYCE: I understood the right 
hon. Gentleman in a totally different 
sense. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Will the mght 
hon. Gentleman answer my Question 
on the Paper—‘ Yes” or “No” is the 
answer—whether instalments of the Re- 
turns have been received from either 
the Treasury or the Board of Trade ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What does the 
right hon. Gentleman mean by instal- 
ments? Does he mean a Paper which 
has been revised and is now ready for 
publication? If he means that, they 
have not been received. If he means 
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that we have proofs, advance proofs, | 
of some important Returns, then there | 
are instalments. Is the hon. Gentleman | 
satisfied now ? 
Mr. DALZIEL: It isthe duty of the | 
(sovernment to revise these Returns. 


| 

| 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is | 
exactly what we are doing. 
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friend, with all due emphasis, that this will 
not be, and cannot be, made a precedent 
for carrying over public Bills from session 
to session. 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I only 
want it to be made publicly known that 
this is not to constitute a precedent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Quite so, and 


if the right hon. Gentleman can suggest 


Mr. DALZIEL: Quite so. Then why | 
do you not answer my Question ? 


any form of words which will place more 
emphasis on my asseveration I shall be 
prepared to use them on the proper 


| occasion. 


Management of Government Factories. | 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether | 
his attention has been drawn to the Fifth 
Report of the Public Accounts Com- | 
mittee, which expresses the opinion that, 
looking at the vast sums which will 
assuredly be wasted, year after year, under 
incompetent management in an enormous | 
manufacturing business like the Royal 
Arsenal, it would be true economy to | 
offer salaries to persons placed in control | 
of the several departments commensurate 
with those given in civil life; and 
whether the Government propose to take 
any action in the matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The recom- 
mendation of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee is being carefully considered by 
the Secretary of State for War, who is 
in communication with the Treasury on 
the subject. 


Port of London Bill. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, Isle 
of Thanet) : With regard to the notice for 
carrying over the Port of London Bill to 
another session, will the right hon. Gentle- 
man make it clear that it is an exceptional 
step which 1s not to be made into a pre- 
cedent ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; I 
think I can quite reassure the right hon. 
Gentleman. The Port of London Bill is 
carried over to next session as a quasi 
private Bill, not only for the convenience | 
of Parliament, but to save the hardship | 
of great expense being again incurred by | 


The War Commission. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister a Question of which I have given 
him private notice—viz., what progress 
has been made with the inquiry into the 
conduct of the war, and when will the 
Report be in the hands of Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have only just 
received notice of the Question. There is 
some difficulty in communicating with a 
Royal Commission, which is independent 


of any Government office, and I cannot 
_answer such a Question unless it appears 


in due course on the Paper. 


Mr. A. DAVIES: I gave the notice 
to a messenger to hand to the right hon. 
Gentleman at four o'clock on Tuesday 
afternoon. I will inquire as to the cause 
of the delay. 


Mr. BRYCE: Is it not the case that 
the Commission has concluded its inquiry 
and agreed upon its Report ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. The 
Secretary to the Treasury now tells me 
the Report is in the hands of the printers. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. BRYCE: Will the Leader of the 


House state what arrangements have 
been made with regard to business for 
to-morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The only 


private interests. I assure my right hon. | business to-morrow, so far as I know, 
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after the Indian Budget, wili be the 
Third Reading of the Revenue Bill and 
the Third Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill. I believeit would be convenient to 
the House to dispose of the Appropria- 
tion Bill so that nothing shall be left for 
Friday except the Profogation; but if 
any considerable section of the House 
desires to have a discussion on the Third 
Reading, it will not be proper to put any 
pressure upon the House. 





Mr. BRYCE: I think there will be a 
general concurrence in the statement of 
the First Lord of the Treasury, but I 
will take note that should there be a 
desire to discuss the Appropriation Bill 
thay not be taken at an unduly late 

our, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to: Railway 
(Electrical Power) Bill; South African 
Loan and War Contribution Bill; 
Military Works Bill ; Public Works Loans 
Bill ; Isle of Man (Customs) Bill, without 
Amendment. 


Burgh Police (Scotland) Bill; Town 
Councils (Scotland: Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


That they have agreed to: Sheep Scab 
Bill, with an Amendment. 





NEW BILL. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS BILL. 

‘To consolidate and amend the Akali, 
etc., Works Regulation Acts, 1881 and 
1892,” presented by Mr. Walter Long; 
— by Mr. Grant Lawson ; to be 
read a second time to-morrow, and to 
be printed. (Bill 325.] 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he thought that, while the Government 
and the great landed proprietors in the 
other House had acted loyally, some of 
the Amendments were of a character 
which made them very difficult to deal 
with, and he complained that Members 
had not had the opportunity of putting 
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Land Bill. 


down Amendments to some of the pro- 
visions decided upon in the other 
Chamber. He wished particulaily to com- 
plain of the state in which the Land 
Judges Court had been left, and intimated 
that when they came to that portion of 
the Bill he would claim to further 
amend it. 


1036 


Lords Amendments considered. 


Lords Amendment— 


“ Tn page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ aforesaid’ 
to insert the words‘ provided that if any person 
interested in the estate makes application to 
the Land Commission in the prescribed manner, 
the order sanctioning the advance shall set forth 
the specific —_ for dealing with the case 
under this sub-section instead of under the fore- 
going provisions of this section.’ ” 


the first Amendment, read a second time. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND, (Mr.WynpDHAM, Dover) said 
that in moving, that the House do dis- 
agree with that Amendment he was very 
far indeed from suggesting that the first 
clause of the Bill in the form in which 
it finally passed the House of Commons 
was of so sacro-sanct a character as to 
justify them in refusing to consider any 
Amendment to it at all. But the clause 
was arrived at in its present shape after 
a prolonged and anxious period of con- 
sideration and received the approval of the 
representatives of all the parties inter- 
ested. That being so, although they 
were quite ready to consider proposed 
Amendments, he thought that under the 
circumstances any Amendment should 
at least fulfil two conditions. In the 
first place it should be precise and un- 
mistakable in its purport, and in the 
second place it should be of some advan- 
tage to the parties interested. He 
would apply those tests to this Amend- 
ment. Was it so precise in its termin- 
ology that it would give rise to no 
future debates. He was told, by those 
best qualified to advise him, that these 
words if rigidly interpreted would prove a 
stimulus to future dissent and legislation. 
If they did not affect the general mean- 
ing of the clause then they became mere 
surplusage. He held that the Amend- 
ment was ambiguous, and likely to be- 
come a bone of contention. It was 
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of no obvious advantage to either land- 
lord or tenant, and he hoped the House 
would not agree with the Lords. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said the landlords of Ireland 
felt strongly the desirability of in- 
serting the proviso as a means of 
placing on record the views of 
those who proposed it, but in view 
of the nature of the whole clause 
and the general spirit in which it was 
arrived at, he advised the acveptance of 
the Chief Secretary’s decision. 


Lords Amendment disagreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“In page 2, line 23, to leave out the words‘and 
adjacent to or in the neighbourhood of the 
estate,’ ” 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that while he 
must ask the House to restore the words, 
he was prepared to give to the Land 
Commission a discretion to apply the 
clause to the case of a landlord, part 
of whose estate was in one county and 
part in another, because he believed it 
would facilitate purchase to have the 
whole property treated as one. He 
would therefore later on move to add to 
the end of the clause— 


“Provided that the Land Commission may, 
if they think it necessary for furthering the 
purposes of this Act, dispense with the con- 
dition in this sub-section that the land 
purchased and resold shall be adjacent to or in 
the neighbourhood of the estate.” 


Mr. ‘I’. M. HEALY said his sympathies 
were with the House of Lords in this 
matter. He was sure the objection 
to this Amendment was purely a 
Treasury objection and that the heart of 
the Chief Secretary was not in it. 


Lords Amendment disagreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In line 26, at end of sub-section, to add 
the words ‘provided that the Land Com- 
mission may, if they think it necessary for 
furthering the purposes of this Act, dispense 
with the condition in this sub-section that the 
land purchased and resold shall be adjacent to 
or in the neighbourhood of the estate,’ ”—(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 


{12 AvueGust 1903} 











Land Bill. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 2, line 40, to leave out the words 
‘to the vendor.’ Line 41, to leave out the word 
‘the’ and insert the word ‘a.’ Line 42, after 
the word ‘application’ to insert ‘within the 
prescribed time.’ ” 

“In page 4, line 5, after the word ‘it’ to 
insert the words : (5) If the owner of any demesne 
or other land subject to settlement and sold to 
the Land Commission does not repurchase the 
same within the prescribed time, the Land Com- 
mission may make an advance under this sec- 
tion to the trustees of the settlement, and in 
such case the land resold shall be held subject 
to the trusts of the settlement. (6) Any land 
resold in pursuance of this section shall not 
be subject to the provisions of the Local 
Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, re- 
lating to the devolution of freehold registered 
land.’” 

“In page 5, line 5, after the word ‘Com- 
mission ’ to insert the words ‘ with the consent 
of the owner,’ ” 


1038 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Lords Amendments agreed to. 
Lords Amendment 
‘*In page 7, line 16, to leave out ‘the fore- 


going provisions’ and insert ‘Sub-section 1 
of Section 1,’ ” 


the next Amendment, read a second 


time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said this was a 
doubtful point, but he felt that he 
must ask the House to disagree with 
the Amendment. In the case of a sale 
to the Land Commission the Land 
Commission would become the vendor 
in lieu of the tenant, and no case of the 
guarantee deposit would arise. In the 
case of a sale from landlord to tenant 
it might be held that it was a matter 
entirely for the landlord. But the 
Hous were responsible for legislation, 
and the Government which introduced 
the legislation were responsible for its 
subsequent effects. This Amendment 
would apply only in the case of bargains 
outside and above the zone, which 
would result in a reductjon of less than 
10 per cent. Such bargains were not 
likely to be frequent, but they would 
occur in certain cases of very valuable 
tenancies. He doubted however whether 
they ought to legislate for such rare 
exceptions, all the more since, in his 
opinion, the Amendment was not in the 
true interest of either landlord or tenant. 
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Looking at it from the point of view of 
the tenants, he did not think it would 
do any harm, though it might be held 
that there was an intention to raise the 
price. Looking at it from the point of 
view of the landlords, he had considered 
the matter very carefully. By such a 
statutory enactment they would almost 
be giving a direction to the Estates 
Commissioners that in every case where 
the price was above the zone they were 
to retain a guarantee deposit. If that 
was once done it would become the law 
for al] futurity. Therefore, although he 
spoke with great diffidence, being the 
Minister most responsible for the Bill, 
and having come to the definite con- 
clusion that the guarantee deposit had 
been a mistake in the past and would be 
a mistake in the future, he asked the 
House to disagree with the Lords’ Amend- 
ment. 





Amendment disagreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 8, line 3, to leave out the words 
*the exclusive.” 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM moved to agree with 
the Lords in the Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought the House 
were entitled to some explanation on this 
matter. As he understood it the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to omit the 
words “the exclusive,” and to insert in the 
next line the words“ sporting rightsexclu- 
sive of the tenant.” He would like to un- 
derstand what the difference was between 
the two forms of phraseology. The 
question of sporting rights was discussed 
at length in Committee, and a kind of 
understanding arrived at between the 
two sides. He did not desire to increase 
the difficulties of the Government at 
this period of the session, but before 
the Amendment was agreed to he would 
like some explanation of the change. 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought it would be 
con venient now to state what the general 
effect of the Lords Amendment and of 
the Amendment he proposed to move 
would be. The first sub-section of the 
clause as it stood dealt with exclusive 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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rights, and it stated that where the 
landlord had exclusive rights he could 
make an arrangement by which to re- 
tain them himself or convey them to the 
tenant. The Amendment, “sporting 
rights exclusive of the tenants,” was to 
meet an objection raised in the other 
House which would not occur in many 
cases, but which, when it did occur, ought 
to be met. This clause considered only 
the relation between Jandlord and tenant. 
On some properties in Ireland the head 
landlord had a visionary right to shoot 
concurrently with the right of the man 
who, in common ainaeay, was called 
the landlord. In those cases no question 
would arise between landlord and tenant, 
and the landlord ought to have any- 
thing the House decided to give under 
this clause. There were other cases in 
which rights were granted, and the 
representative of the grantee had certain 
rights over 150,000 acres, but was 
landlord over perhaps only 20,000 or 
30,000 of those acres. Over the balance 
he had by chartera right toshoot which, 
though not exercised, was still existent, 
and the Government desired to treat 
the balance of the acres as though he 
were the landlord. Coming to the more 
substantial changes, if the proposed 
Amendments were accepted the landlord 
who had not the exclusive rights over 
the whole of his property, would be able 
to obtain that right by treaty with the 
tenant before the sale was effected. He 
would then have the exclusive right, 
and would be able either to retain it or 
to convey it to the tenant. If the 
right was neither retained nor con- 
veyed to the tenant purchaser, it went to 
the Land Commission to be dealt with 
as might hereafter be determined. Non- 
exclusive rights were left out of account. 
If the landlord had not the exclusive right 
and did not acquire it before the sale, the 
right went to the tenant, because the 
whole fee-simple was conveyed to him. 
If the landlord did that, and if there was. 
a non-exclusive right in the hands of the 
tenant, why then if he resided there the 
chances were, the certainty in his opinion, 
that he would be the first and best able 
on the most favourable terms to have the 
shooting from the tenant and the man to 
whom the tenant was most likely to let. 
In that way if the landlord wished to 


enjoy the amenities of sport he was more 
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likely than anybody else to get the 
shooting and to enjoy it. That was the 
result which would accrue if his Amend- 
ment to the Amendment passed in the 
other House were accepted. 


Mr MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said they 
understood that a compromise was arrived 
at when the Bill was being discussed in 
this House, and none of them antici- 
pated that a change would be made in 
the House of Lords. One of the extra- 
ordinary things which those interested in 
the tenants had observed recently, was 
the fact that while the House of Lords 
was composed mainly of landlords they 
had not the least hesitation in taking 
part in the discussion of this measure 
which affected the interests of their class. 
References were sometimes made in their 
House to the impropriety of company 
directors and others voting upon matters 
in which they were directly interested. 
But in this matter of sporting rights it 
was otherwise with the House of eas 
A large number of tenants in Ireland 
went into Court and had fair rents fixed. 
They were simply concerned with the 
question of what the rent in future would 
be, and owing to their ignorance of the 
law they were deprived by the landlords 
or their representatives of their sporting 
rights. What would happen if the 
Amendment now proposed by the right 
hon. Gentleman were accepted? It 
appeared to him that the landlords would, 
if they were so minded, simply disagree 
with the tenants in the matter of sporting 
rights. Then the Estates Commissioners 
would inquire into the position, and the 
judicial tenants would find that while they 
had a legal right to the land they had no 
legal claim whatever on the sporting 
rights. He thought the Bill should be 
allowed to remain as it left this House. 
They should not introduce a change 
which would have the effect of prejudicing 
a large number of tenants in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said _ the hon. 
Member had complained that noble Lords 
in anothor place had looked at this Bill 
more or less from the point of view of the 
landlords. Was that such a terrible 
thing? The hon. Member seemed to 
think that they had not taken a proper 
view of the proposals brought before 
them. He himself did not think that 
that was a charge to be laid against them. 


{12 AuGcust 1903} 
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The hon. Member himself, and his col- 
leagues in this House, were the repre- 
rentatives of a large number of persons 
who had no voice here except through 
them, and he was perfectly certain that, 
in the attitude they had adopted in the 
debates, they were actuated throughout 
by a great sense of responsibility and 
loyalty to many persons in Ireland who 
were not so well circumstanced as them- 
selves. He might also say that the im- 
pression created in his mind was that 
they fought those questions more sharply 
than they would have done if they had 
thought only of themselves. They 
thought it was their duty to look after 
the interests of others than themselves. 
Passing from that larger issue he thought 
on the whole that the representatives of 
the tenants in this House and the repre- 
sentatives of the landlords in another 
place might alike congratulate theniselves 
on having aprroached this measure in a 
broad spirit and with a conciliatory ten- 
dency. He understood that the repre- 
sentatives of the tenants in this House 
attached prime importance to four ques- 
tions—namely, the effect of the zones, the 
interest of the evicted tenants, the effect 
of the Bill on congestion, and the effect on 
labour. None of these had been adversely 
altered in another place. Looking at the 
other side of the picture it was known 
all along that noble Lords in another 
place, in their representative capacity, 
were speaking for men who had no oppor- 
tunity of being heard, and that they 
attached great importance to the amenities 
of those who lived in their native land in 
Ireland. Among those amenities they 
placed sporting rights very high, and 
surely when hon. Members reflected that 
shooting in Ireland did not compare with 
the great and costly battues in the North 
of this country, that was a proof that the 
Irish landlords wished to live in Ireland 
and enjoy sport. In taking a stand on 
the sporting rights, they had not pressed 
their position at all far. Where the 
rights were not exclusive and were secured 
to them by documents, they were not pre- 
pared to make any great change in the 
clause as it passed in this House. The 
hon. Member had said that many tenants 
had, without due consideration, given up 
sporting rights which they might legally 
have held. He could assure the hon. 
Member that after a careful study of this 
question, it had happened more frequently 
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in the case of the landlord. In many {lord and tenant, which might lead to. 


cases the landlords could quite easily by 
a turn of the pen, have reserved to them- 
selves under judicial leases the sporting 
rights, but that had not been done over a 
great part of Ireland, and that was the 
reason why those rights were not exclu- 
sive but joint. In respect of those rights 
which were exclusive, the Government 
said landlords might keep them or convey 
them, and where there were no exclusive 
rights they left it to the future, and to 
the good sense and amity of all parties. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said the right hon. Gentleman stated that 
during the discussion of this matter in 
Committee, something in the nature of 
an agreement or an understanding was 
come to. The agreement was to the 
effect that exclusive sporting rights were 
to be left a matter of agreement between 
landlord and tenant. If the proposal, now 
suggested, interfered with that, he thought 
they would have reason to complain, 
but he did not understand that it did 
interfere. The way the matter stood 
was this. If under the Bill as it stood, 
landlord and tenant failed to come to an 
agreement, the only thing that would 
happen would be that a sale would not 
take place at all. It would fall through. 
The suggestion was now, that instead of 
a sale being allowed to fall through because 
of their not being able to come to an 
agreement regarding the exclusive sport- 
ing rights, these rights should be vested in 
the Land Commission. In his judgment 
that did not prejudice the agreement that 
was come to here. His own objection was 
of a different character altogether. He 
had all along held that the proper solution 
of this question was to vest the sporting 
rights in some public body, but he was 
not bound to the opinion that they ought 
to be vested in the Land Commission. He 
would be very much pleased if they were 
vested in the County Councils, and he was 
not without hope that eventually that 
was what would :happen. So far as the 
present ey was concerned, he 
thought hishon. friend might be easy in his 
mind with regard to the agreement come 
to in Committee. If they were satisfied 
with that agreement, it was not prejudiced 
by the suggestion now made. On the 


contrary, he thought that understanding 

was improved, because it provided a way 

out where there was disagreement of land- 
Mr. Wyndham. 





failure altogether—namely, by providing 
that sporting rights should be vested in the 
Land Commission. Under those circum- 
stances he thought they might accept the 
suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said the 
right hon. Gentleman stated that there were 
some cases in which the landlord had not 
the exclusive right. He had truly said that 
there were some cases where the head 
landlord and middleman had between 
them the rights of fishing and the rights 
of shooting. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman how the head landlord would 
be affected by the Amendment now 
proposed. It appeared to him that any 
rights he previously had would be al- 
together extinguished. He called atten- 
tion to this, because he considered it 
would be a hardship, in many cases, if the 
head landlord, who did not come in touch 
with the occupying tenant, and who 
might be in the enjoyment of the rights 
of fishing and shooting under old leases 
and grants, was to be completely ignored 
with regard to these rights. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he could 
satisfy the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman by directing him to Clause 
97 of the Bill, which safeguarded the 
rights referred to. 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said the only persons who would 
have the right of shooting on those 
properties where the landlord and 
tenant could not agree, would be 
the Land Commissioners, because if 
this Amendment were accepted the 
sporting rights would be vested in them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM did not think so. 
Their enjoyment would pe fettered by 
the words he proposed to move—namely, 
“Subject to regulations made by the 
Lord Lieutenant.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.), said there was a good deal of feeling 
all through Ireland on this important 
matter, and also a good deal of mis- 
apprehension. Perhaps he might be 
allowed to say this, with the assent of the 
right hon. Gentleman. Under the Amend- 
ment introduced by the House of Lords, 
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no single landlord in Ireland need part 
with his land under any circumstances 
whatever, unless he made an agreement 
which suited him with regard to the 
sporting rights of his tenant. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was not 
compulsory that the tenants should buy 
under terms of which they did not 
approve. 


Mr. O7DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) asked 
whether the clause as now amended 
would affect the concurrent rights pro- 
vided for in Clause 97. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I think not, 


Mr. HEMPHILL thought Clause 97 
met an important difficulty. In many 
instances the head landlord and middle- 
man had concurrent rights to fish and 
shoot, and he wished to know clearly 
whether the Amendment now proposed 
by the Chief Secretary would extinguish 
altogether the rights of the head 
landlord. 


Mr. WYNDHAM thought the right 
hon. Gentleman was in error. The land- 
lord who had the superior interest had 
concurrent rights with the middleman to 
fish and shoot. But now the man 
whom they called the vendor might, by 
agreement with the tenant, give him the 
exclusive right to shoot and fish. 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, S.) said that 
if inquiry were made it would be found 
that more lives had been lost, more 
blood shed, and more _heart-burning 
created in carrying out the game laws of 
England than had taken place in‘ con- 
nection with many a war. So far as 
Ireland was concerned, he would ask the 
representatives of the Government, with 
a view to the good government of the 
country, to endeavour by every means in 
their power to bring about a satisfactory 
solution of this question, which, to his 
mind, could only be established by 
making the tenant occupier the sole 
proprietor of the sporting rights. 


Mr. SPEAKER said he would remind 
the hon. Member that they were not dis- 
cussing the general question of sporting 
rights ; and it was out of order to discuss 


{12 Auecust 1903} 
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the general question of the game laws. 
The hon. Member must confine himself to. 
the Lords Amendment. 


Mr. NOLAN said he bowed to 
Mr. Speaker’s ruling. What he wished 
to do was to draw the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman to 
the fact that in his constituency this 
matter was regarded as very serious, and 
any Amendment that might be directed 
against the understanding arrived at in 
this House would, if adopted, be sure to 
lead to future trouble. 


Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.) said 
he wished to know whether the view of 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford was correct, that in the case of a 
dispute between landlord and tenant the 
game rights would be vested in the Land 
Commission. If otherwise, it would be of 
great importance to keep the clause as it 
stood. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that if the game 
rights were exclusive and were not 
reserved, they went to the Land Com- 
mission ; if the rights were not exclusive 
they went to the tenant and became ex- 
clusive to him. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he felt the 
difficulty in which the Government had 
been placed in this matter. At the same 
time the arrangement come to in this 
House had not been strictly adhered to 
in the House of Lords. He did not rise 
at all to make any complaint whatever 
against the great landed proprietors of 
Ireland in the House of Lords. Hethought 
their attitude was, onthe whole, admirable ; 
but hon. Members hadsome reason to com- 
plain of the pressure which had been 
brought to bear on the Government by the 
small and new “Shoneen” landlords of the 
country. The Duke of Devonshire, Lord 
Lansdowne, and other great landlords had 
given every assistance to the Government, 
and he wished to say, by way of warning, 
that if this Act was to be worked by these 
small new landlords in the spirit they had 
displayed in the House of Lords, as con- 
trasted with the spirit shown by the 
greater landlords, he was afraid that there 
would be very little chance of a real 
appeasement in Ireland. It was hopeless 
to expect that tenants would allow 
strangers to come on to their land once 
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the landlords had been bought out On 
the other hand, where a proper spirit had 
been shown, as it had been shown by so 
many of the great landowners, he believed 
that the tenants would not only welcome 
them back to shoot over their land, but 
would assist to preserve the game for 
them on their farms. The mean man, 
the man who was not a gentleman, it was 
to whom the Irish tenants. objected. 
That was the man of whom they were 
in terror that he would make these 
sporting rights a medium of oppression. 

his was a serious matter, going to the 
very root of Irish life, and he thought 
that the manner in which it had been 
left by the House of lords would not 
tend to the real improvement of the state 
of things in Ireland. Hv, however, hoped 
these small and new gentry would take a 
pattern from their betters. 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 

“In page 8, line 5, to leave out the first word 
‘tenant’ and insert the word ‘ purchaser,’ and 
leave out the second word ‘tenant’ and insert 
the word purchaser,” 


the next Amendment, read a_ second 
time. 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“ In page 8, line 6, to leave out the word ‘land- 
lord’ and insert the word ‘vendor,’ and insert the 
following sub-section : ‘(2) In default of any 
agreement between the tenant and the vendor, 
all sporting rights shall go to and be vested in 
the nd Commission, and the Land Com- 
mission may deal with the same subject to any 
rules which may be made by the Lord 
Lieutenant,’” 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he proposed to 
amend this Amendment by making Sub- 
section 2 read as follows— 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Amendment— 


“To leave out Sub-Section 2 and insert the 
words, ‘ In the absence of such agreement those 
rights shall be vested in the Land Com- 
mission, and the Land Commission may deal 
with the same subject to any regulations to be 
made by the Lord Lieutenant.’”—(Mr. Wynd- 
ham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. T M. Healy. 
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Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 


to. 
Lords Amendment. 


“In e 8, line 8, after the word ‘land’ to 
insert the words ‘and the expression ‘‘ game ” 
has the same meaning as in Section 5 of the 
Act of 1881, and also includes deer,’ ” 


the next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. KILBRIDE said that before the 
House accepted this Amendment he wished 
to direct attention to what the present 
position was in some parts of Ireland 
On Lord Clanricarde’s estate and the 
adjoining property, there were very ex- 
tensive woods which contained very many 
deer. These woods were not enclosed, 
and the deer were wild and wandered all 
over the farms in the neighbourhood, 
especially in the summer time, and did 
great injury to the corn crops. Would 
these farmers be open to the same pains 
and penalties if they interfered with these 
~~ under’ this Act as under the existing 
aw ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the objec- 
tion raised was not pertinent to the 
Amendment before the House, which 
merely said that the factor in any agree- 
ment was that the tenant might take the 
deer if the landlord agreed that the 
sporting rights were to remain with the 
tenant. Nothing in the Act could affect 
any right that the farmer had. If a deer 
came out of the wood and ate up or lay 
down in the corn, the tenant was left to 
the remedy of the ordinary law and 
the customary relations between man and 
man. 


Mr. MURPHY said that he had known 
cases brought into the County Court to 
recover damage done by deer in eating 
up or destroying wheat and other crops. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. 
Member could hardly expect him to 
attempt to change the law of the land in 
this respect. The question did not arise 
on this Bill, and it was quite outside the 
scope of the present discussion. 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


Ts... page 8, line 13, after the word ‘on’ to 
insert the words ‘ or under,’ ” 
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the next Amendment, read a second 
time. | 


| 


Lords Amendment. 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


“In page 8, line 20, after the word ‘clay’ to | 
insert the words ‘ Provided also, that where 
any such right reserved to the Land Commission 
ander this sub-section is at any time hereafter 
let, leased, sold, or demised by them, the 
vendor (or the person who would have been 
entitled thereto if the lands had not been sold) 
shall be entitled to receive 25 per cent. of 
any rent, purchase money, or other net profit 
received by the Land Commission in respect of 
same, unless the Land Commission shall have 
purchased from the person entitled to such 
percentage his interest therein, and the Land 
Commission may purchase such interest at any 
time on such terms as may be sanctioned by 
the Treasury.’” 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said this was one 
of the most extraordinary Amendments 
ever inserted in a Bill in this House, 
or anywhere else. The landlord was 
supposed to have sold his estate and there 
might or might not be minerals on the 
surface. The landlord had himself never 
mined the land. A century hence an 
adventurer might arrive, say from New 
Zealand, and after discovering in Ireland 
some minerals, invest his money, and 
develop the land in regard to those 
minerals. By that time all the purchase 
instalments would have been paid off, 
and the land would have passed out- 
side the ken of the Land Commission. | 
And yet forsooth by this Amendment 
the successor in title of the landlord 


was to reap a benefit of 25 per 
cent. A more grasping and greedy 


proposal could not have been suggested. 
He knew the great difficulties of the 
Government upon this question, and he | 
would suggest as a compromise that this | 
should be during the life of the vendor, | 
or say, within twenty years. Unless some 
such suggestion was adopted, he should | 
be obliged to divide against this Amend- | 
ment. It was perfectly absurd that they | 


should for ever vest in the landlord this | 
shadowy right, which he had never at- | 
tempted to make anything of before. 
This was the only Bill which did anything | 
towards the nationalisation of some of 
the ingredients of the land in Ireland, and 
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in his speech upon this question the 
Chief Secretary stated that the Treasury 
would have the minerals as an asset for 
the money they were advancing under 
this Bill. Now it was proposed that 25 
per cent. of this asset should be frittered 
away and given to the landlords. They 
were really discussing this Amendment in 
shackles, and they could not lay their 
views before the Government, except on 
the spur of the moment. He would move 
to omit “25” and insert “1,” and then 
they could consider how to deal afterwards 
with the rest of the ciause. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Amendment— 


‘25? 


“In line 6, to leave out the words 
and insert the word ‘1.?”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘25’ stand part of the Lords’ Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. and 
learned Member opposite had invited him to 
give the reason which had led the Govern- 
ment to accept this Amendment. The 
Government accepted this Amendment 
because they believed that unless they 
did so land purchase would be retarded, 
if not altogether stopped, on certain 
estates in Ireland. (“No, no.”) Upon 
this point he especially invited the atten- 
tion of hon. Members who dissented from 
this Amendment. The hon. and learned 
Member opposite had stated that a 
shadowy right would continue for a cen- 
He wished to deal with the facts. 
Where the existence of minerals was so 
shadowy as all that, the prospect of 


-money being invested there at a remu- 


nerative rate was very remote, and the 
Land Commission would be able to buy 
out the mineral rights of the owner for a 
In such cases the landlord would 
be glad to take £25, or a £5 note, for 
mineral rights of that kind. The Govern- 
ment were not thinking of that kind of 


|case at all, and what they were thinking 


of was the cases where it was known that 
minerals did exist. There were cases 
where the landlord was working those 
minerals on some part of his estate, and 
where he was not working the other 
portions of the estate simply because he 
had not sufficient capital at his command. 
Did any reasonable being believe that any 
landlord, under those circumstances, would 
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sell his land at the ordinary price, if he 
was to make a present to the purchaser 
of the whole value of the mineral 
rights. He had been led to accept this 
Amendment because it had been proved 
to him that such cases as he had men- 
tioned did exist, and if those rights 
were protected, there were many in- 
stances where landlords would throw their 
heart and soul into the working of this 
Act. How could they ask those land- 
lords to do that if, by the Act, they were 
to forego the right of perhaps making 
£2,000 or £3,000 a year. The hon. and 
learned Member opposite might say that 
that was all very well, but the proper 
remedy was that the State should buy 
those estates from the vendor. That 
might be the proper course to take, but 
nothing could be done until after a pro- 
longed investigation in regard to the 
existence of those minerals. He thought 
that the course suggested by this Amend 
ment would have the desired result, and 
those properties would be sold. He held 
that what would most probably happen 
would be that, where there was such 
property containing minerals, the State 
would buy out the mineral rights by 
paying the 25 per cent., or else the owner 
having sold the thing out and out, would 
buy the mineral rights back from the 
State, and come in not as a landlord, but 
as a man who brought capital and enter- 
prise to the development of the mineral 
resources of Ireland. 


Mr. McGOVERN said that never in 
any Act of Parliament passed by this 
House had there ever been inserted such 
an Amendment as this. It was an ex- 
traordinary proposition, and one which no 
man could define. It was absurd that 
landlords should come in, after the lapse 
of so many years after selling their 
property, and reap 25 per cent. in regard 
to any development of the mineral rights. 
A more extraordinary proposition was 
never before made in the House of 
Commons, and it only showed the grasp- 
ing nature of the Irish landlords. He 
hoped the hon. and learned Member 
would go toa Division upon this Question. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he did 
not propose to say more than a few words 
on this question. Ina vast majority of 
cases these mineral rights were of a 
shadowy character, and it was quite 


Mr. 


Wyndham. 
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unnecessary for the right hon. Gentleman 
to legislate for them, and they might 
very well drop this proposal altogether. 
There were certain cases where minerals 
were actually being worked, and other 
places where they were known to exist, 
as the right hon. Gentleman had said, 
in such a case, where a man was selling 
his land it was not unreasonable to 
say he should not hand over his minerals 
to the Land Commission. He conceded 
that. But the proper way to deal with 
such a case was not by a clause such as 
this, but by enabling the Land Com- 
mission to purchase these rights at the 
same time as the tenants purchased 
the land. The right hon. Gentleman 
said he was not in the position to 
suggest such a Resolution to the House. 
He should have seen that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer put bim in the posi- 
tion to make sucha proposal. The object 
of this Bill was that the landlords, as 
such, should cease to exist, and the way 
to deal with them in this matter was 
not by a perpetual charge of 25 per 
per cent. but by a payment down. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM said the clause would 
inflict no loss or injustice upon any of the 
tenants. When the Bill left the House 
the whole of such property passed not 
to the tenants, but to the State. The 
hon. Gentleman said he was not in 
favour of land nationalisation, on such 
terms as that, without payments, but 
that the proper course for the Govern- 
ment would have been to have assessed 
the value of such minerals and to have 
paid a lump sum tothe vendor. While 
he thought that the proposal of the 
hon. and learned Member would be the 
more logical solution of the question, 
he was by no means sure that in 
practice it would work better; he 
believed that the proposal now embodied 
in the clause was the most practical. 
What a flagrant act of injustice it would 
be to leave one landlord to develop his 
property and allow him to keep it un- 
touched by this Act, and because his 
neighbour had no capital to work his 
minerals to take them away from him 
altogether. Under the proposal of the 
Government, if the minerals were of 
value, the 25 per cent. which they gave 
him would probably allow the landlord, 
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not as a landlord but as a leader of in- 
dustry, to come in and develop his 


property. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
regretted that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not intend to accept this Amend- 
ment. The matter was one which would 
create very grave discontent in Ireland. 
It had been said that if this Amendment 
was not carried a number of the land- 
lords would not sell. He was in the 
other House during the Committee stage 
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receive 25 per cent. on all minerals de- 
veloped that was a point which ought 
not to be left unregarded. 


Mr. KILBRIDE said the reasons put 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman in 
defence of this Amendment were the 
strongest reasons for its rejection. With 
regard to the coalfields of Leinster one 
deep seam of coal had been workedout long 
since, the second seam was also exhausted, 
and the whole chance of prosperity of 





those coalfields in the future depended 


of this Bill, and he noticed that, in almost | upon whether there was a third seam or 
every Amendment proposed, the land-| not, yet not a single proprietor in the 
lords threw down the gauntlet and district had expended as much as a 
threatened that if their Amendment} £5 note in attempting to discover 
was not conceded they would not sell| whether such a seam existed or not 
the land. This Amendment bound the | Now, could it be hoped that any body of 
tenants under this clause for all time. | capitalists would prospect, in Leinster, 
He was strongly opposed to it, and | for instance, if 25 per cent. of the profits 
considered that it would inflict a very | was to go to the representatives of the 
grievous hardship on the tenants if passed. | existing landlord? No one wanted to 
It was a retrograde proposal, and he| deprive the landlord of the valuable 
hoped his hon. friend would insist upon | property in which the tenant was not 
pressing his Amendment. | primarily concerned, but this Amend- 

| ment was not confined to the landlords ; 
*Mr. O'DOHERTY said that although | this Amendment as it stood took into 
this Amendment might not affect the account the discovery of minerals sixty 
tenants as tenants it affected them as | Or seventy years hence. At that time the 





ratepayers. He did not anticipate so 
much trouble where the landlords owned 
the mines and minerals themselves as in 
the case where a head landlord or 
syndicate came in. Some time ago 
a company of capitalists arranged with 
Lord Leitrim to work certain minerals, 
but when the title was gone into it was 
found that the noble Lord had no title to 
give a lease, as the minerals were vested 
in Trinity College, who came down and 
claimed a higher rent than the noble 
Lord had agreed to lease the property 
for. It was not fair that any person 
should be able to come down and claim 
25 per cent. under this Act. If this 
Amendment had to be carried they 
should limit the period to fifteen or 
twenty years. 


Mr. MURPHY contended that this 
Amendment was a distinct breach of 
faith on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman. If there was dual owner- 
ship in land in Ireland, as had been 
stated, he thought the 25 per cent. should 
be equally divided between the landlord 
and the tenant. If the landlord was to 


| occupier would have become the absolute 
| holder of his holding, and yet the repre- 
sentative of the landlord was to come 
down and take his 25 per cent. on a 
profit which he had done nothing to 
produce. If the right hon. Gentleman 
/could not accept the figures sug- 
gested by his hon. friend, he hoped, at 
any rate, that the right hon. Gentleman 
would modify the percentage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM admitted that this 
was a very important subject. When 
landlords had known or believed that 
there were minerals under their land 
they had not sold. What was wanted 
was that purchase should go on, even 
in places where landlords believed, 
rightly or wrongly, that there were 
minerals under their land. It was sug- 
gested that the fact should be ascertained 
by some tribunal ; but he believed that 
would be a costly process and would 
involve a great deal of delay. He would 
prefer not to make any change in the 
Amendment, because he believed that 
where a right was altogether prospective 
it could be bought up for a few £5 
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notes. When this proposal was first | 
made in another place it was suggested 
that the royalty should be 50 per 
cent. but it was afterwards cut 
down to 25 per cent in order to 
prescribe these very valuable rights 
The rights of the tenants had been 
preserved and no undue burden had 
been put upon posterity in Ireland. 
Probably in the future the successors to 
the landlords would take that 25 per 
cent. in shares in the company develop- 
ing their estates. 


Mr. CLANCY 


said it was a 


(Dublin Co. N.) 
most unfortunate 
thing that this Amendment had 
been introduced in the House of 
Lords. The Chief Secretary had stated 
three times that this clause did no injury 
tothetenants. He would point out that 
they were not there representing the 
tenants of Ireland exclusively. It 
was true that they represented the 
tenants throughout the greater part of 
Ireland, but they also claimed to be the 
representatives of the people. For his 
part, to some extent, he sympathised with 
the views of those in Ireland who had 
said that sufficient attention had not been 
paid, either by the promoters or the 
supporters of this Bill, to the interests 
of the nat on at large in contradistince- 
tion to the interests of the tenants. He 
did not think the representatives of 
Ireland should allow this oce:sion to 
pass without declaring that by this 
proposal the interests of the tenants and 
the people of Ireland were involved and 
ought tobe protected. It had been said 
that the real reason for this proposal was 
to give an inducement to the landlords 
to sell their estates. There were two 
methods of carrying out this object, one 
was by compulsory purchase, and the 
other was to offer such inducements to 
the landlords as would make it worth 
their while to sell. If he thought that 
the interests of the nation were not 
endangered by this Amendment he 
should at once agree to it as an additional 
inducement to the landlords to sell. But 
not only did he think this was unneces- 
sary, but it was, in his opinion, letting pass 
by an opportunity of benefiting the 
national interests of Ireland which the 
Chief Secretary ought to consider first 
of all. Surely it was all a fiction that 
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the landlords of Ireland would not sell 


under this Bill. With such inducements 
to sell 99 percent. of the landlords would 
be absolute fools if they did not sell. Up 
to the present moment the landlords had 
never exercised those mineral rights 
which had been allowed to lie fallow 
during all the centuries they had been in 
Ireland. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that the Land Commission woul: 
not be able through want of machinery 
to value those mineral rights. In this 
very clause it was contemplated that a 
purchase of those rights might be made 
by the Land Commission. Let the right 
hon. Gentleman put aside this humbug 
that the landlords would not sell, and that 
the Land Commission would not be able 
to estimate the value of those rights, 
because such questions were entirely un- 
worthy of discussion upon such an 
occasion as this. The reason he opposed 
this Amendment was that he thought 
very little had been done to revive the 
industrial life of Ireland, or to provide 
employment for the people. If these 
mineral rights existed and were dealt 
with as was proposed by the Lords Amend- 
ment, the work which might otherwise 
benefit the labourers of Ireland would 
never be accomplished. ‘That was what 
the experience of the past had taught 
them. If the Land Commission was 
forced to buy those mineral rights the 
Commission would be compelled to lease 
them out or work them, and this would 
provide work which was urgently needed 
by the labouring population of Ireland. 
Such a proposal as this was quite un- 
worthy of the present Government, who 
had professed such benevolent intentions 
towards Ireland. They did not advocate 
that the landlords should not be paid for 
those rights where they existed. On the 
contrary, he thought they should be paid 
a fair price for them. It was impossible 
to estimate the price, and if a moral 
obligation was put upon the Estates 
Commissioners to buy out those rights, 
where they existed, for the public benefit, 
the case would be met, and it -would 
be almost criminal on the part of the 
Government not to avail themselves of 
the present opportunity. 


Sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast,N.) said 
he was quite at a loss to understand the ex- 
act difficulty in accepting the Amendment. 
So far as he understood the clause as 
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it stood, the mineral rights would pass 
from the landlord to the Commission, and 
the rights in the surface of the land 
would be dealt with and passed to the 
tenants. The Bill was therefore strong 
enough to protect the tenant in the 
acquirement of the soil he had for cultiva- 
tion. Coming to the question of minerals, 
these would pass tentatively into the 
hands of the Commissioners. ‘I'he Amend- 
ment dealt with what might be done 
afterwards, with the minerals, should de- 
velopment occur, and it reserved for the 
future the dealing with the value of these 
minerals as they should be developed and 
as they should be brought into a market- 
able condition. Under this Amendment 
the Land Commissioners would sell or 
otherwise dispose of those minerals at a 
rent or otherwise, and 25 per cent. 
of the accruing rent or otherwise would 
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solved in ten. The more mines they 
opened in Ireland the better. He would 
not grudge the present owners of the 
land 25 per cent. in order that 
the mines should be developed and the 
industries of Ireland correspondingly 
increased. He honestly trusted that 
this Amendment would not be lost sight 
of but voted upon loyally. He did 
not think it interfered with the present 
or future tenants to the smallest possible 
extent. He hoped the House would pass 
the Amendment in a good spirit. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool), 
Scotland) said he had always thought 
that if they scratched the Chief Secretary 
they would find out his medizvalism. If 
ever there was a proposal brought before 
the House that had the worst odour of 


go to the original owner. He agreed that | medieval absurdity, it was the proposal 


this was a national question. He agreed 


| 


made by the right hon. Gentleman. This 


also that as between tenant and landlord | was an Amendment of the “ Dead Hand.” 
it was a pure matter of sentiment, because | It was not a message of development to 
a tenant had no right in the minerals at | Ireland. The proposition was not to do 
present, nor would he have any right something for to-morrow, for the present 
under the Bill, because the rights passed | generation, or for their sons and grand- 
to the Commissioners. The proposition | sons, but for all future generations of the 
had been put forward that they should | descendants of the landlords, far beyond 
now acquire those minerals, and that the | the fourth generation of the Scriptures. 


State should buy them out. That was such 
a problematical thing that the moment 
they entered upon it they raised a barrier 
which no ingenuity of man could remove. 
Not long since he acted asarbitrator in con- 
nection with the acquirement of certain 
lund, and the purpose of acquiring it 
was to acquire the minerals as well. 
‘There was nothing developed beyond a 
s nallsinking or boring. Skilled evidence 
was brought forward. The landlord by 
his witnesses proved up to £46,000 ; the 
parties buying proved down to £1,250. 
|A NationaList: ‘‘How much did you 
give?’’] He gave £2,600. He was out- 
voted, and an English umpire who heard 
all the evidence gave £2,230. How 
would they deal with that question? [A 
NATIONALIST MEMBER: “The way you 
did.”] All they were now arguing about 
was the relative proportion of the profits. 
He wished to leave that to the future, 
That was the common-sense way to deal 
with the matter. Why deal with it at 
the present time? It was a problem that 
might not be solved for fifty or 100 
years, although he hoped it would be 





It was a proposal that for all time they 
should have a first claim of 25 per cent. 
on the mineral development of Ireland. 
He had only to state the proposition to 
show its absolute and almost incredible 
absurdity. How did they know what 
would happen in an Irish landlord’s family 
three generations from now? Some of 
them might be Dukes in the House of 
Lords, some might be paupers, some of 
them might be ranchers in the Southern 
States of America, and before it would 
be possible to proceed with the develop- 
ment of mines on estates in Ireland it 
would be necessary to look over the 
world to find out the fourth or fifth, and 
possibly later, generations of the families 
in order to give them 25 per cent. on the 
mineral developments. They were apply- 
ing this principle to the undeveloped, 
undiscovered and problematical mines of 
Ireland. The right hon. Gentleman 
thought that unless this was done the 
sale of the land would be stopped. He 
had very little anxiety as to the stoppage 
of the sale of land in Ireland. The land- 
lords had got far too good terms to reject 
them. He wasrather surprised the other 
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day to hear the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman opposite, the Member for 
North Armagh, who was the grandson of 
a man who in the Irish Parliament voted 
against the Act of Union, say that it was 
his intention to take advantage of this 
Act on the first opportunity. He was 
surprised, because the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, who was supposed 
to be the apostle of no surrender, was 
going to surrender at the first oppor- 
tunity. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : I have got 
no gold mines. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said the hon. 
Baronet who had spoken for the city of 
Belfast, was forgetful of the fact that 
there was a clause in the Bill which pro- 
tected any mines at present in operation. 


Sirk JAMES HASLETT: I did not 
deal with mines in operation at all. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said if there 
were minerals which were not being 
worked, it was because the landlords had 
not the courage orenterprise to work them. 
An hon. MEMBER: “Or the capital ?” 
id anybody suppose, when money coul 
be got for mines in Siberia and other 
quarters of the world, that, if there was 
any real chance of development in Ireland, 
a landlord could not come to the city of 
London and get money for that purpose ? 
He had been present on platforms in 
Durham and other mining counties of 
England, and had heard representatives of 
the miners declare that it was impossible 
they could be adequately remunerated so 
long as the system of royalties to the 
landowners remained. He did not speak 
with authority, but he understood that 
the mining royalties in this country were 
far below 25 per cent. This was 
a monstrous and incredible claim which 
the House of Lords, taking advantage of 
the late period of the session, had put 
into the Bill, and he was sorry the right 
hon. Gentleman found himself compelled 

tq support it. 


Mr. HEMPHILL said he agreed with 
the Chief Secretary that this Amendment 
did not directly affect the interest of the 


Mr. 7. P. O'Connor. 
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tenants under the Bill. But that was not 
the question the House had to decide. 
The effect of the Amendment would be 
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to give an additional bonus to the land- , 


lords. It was conceived and carried 
out in the same spirit as the pro- 
posal to make the percentage bonus 
15 instead of 12. The _ proposal 
appeared to him to be both unjust and 
absurd. That was not his objection. He 
thought the proposal altogether incon- 
sistent with the compromise made in this 
House. There was a good deal of dis- 
cussion when the Bill was passing through 
Committee about minerals, and the reason 
for the clause, finally adopted, was that 
this valuable asset, as it might turn out, 
should be reserved to the Land Com- 
mission as trustees for the public benefit 
in Ireland. Now there was annexed an 
inconsistent proviso—-namely, instead of 
the money going to the Land Commission, 
in full, there was to be 25 per 
cent. deducted from the rent or purchase- 
money, or profits, as the case might be 
of those mines. What could be more un- 
reasonable than that? Why not come 
forward if they had mines and dispose of 
them at once to the Commissioners? In 
fact, he had no doubt that this 
Amendment would impede the develop- 
ment of the mineral industries of Ireland, 
because no man could afford to let the land 
if it was known that there was to be a 
deduction of 25 per cent. for the mineral 
rights. If his hon. friend went to a 
Division he would vote with him. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, $.) thought that 
this Amendment of the Lords was absurd. 
He had said before that this was a land- 
lords’ Bill, and the best proof of that was 
that the House of Lords had not been 
able to improve it. Mr. Michael Davitt 
had describedall those eloquent commenda- 
tions of the Bill as “flummery and flap- 
doodle,” and the same might be said of the 
glowing periods that afternoon. He hoped 
that the tenants would not buy at the 
ridiculous prices provided in the Bill. 
Who was hit by this particular Amend- 
ment ? If the tenant bought under the Bill 
the mineral rights went over to the Land 
Commission, and the persons to be hit 
would be the company promoters, the 
Whittaker-Wrights and the Hooleys. 


Question put. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 70. 
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Carew, James Laurence 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,Chas. Ramsay ((Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (/ilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. 4. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Mr. McGOVERN said he wished to 


Amendment until the year 1920. 
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AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S) 
Gore, Hn. S. F. Ormsby-( Linc. 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, Jno (Kent, Faver’4m 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Kimber, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


NOES. 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’re 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Law, H. Alex. (Donegal, W.' 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooner, John.J. 

Murphy, John 

Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James ( Wieklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
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The | clause made it go further than the most 
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Murray, Rt Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. E. J. 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H( Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H. (lsh.-und,-Lyne 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


O’Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Rea, Russell 

Redmond, Jn. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Rolewte, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt HnC.R. (Northants) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, SirA.(Glamorqan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’nN, 
Tully, Jas 

White, George (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid). 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. ©’Doherty and Mr. 
M ‘Govern, 
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restrict the operation of the Lords|a landlords’ relief Bill; but this new 
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sanguine landlord ever expected it to go. | taking another Division, but he would 
In no other Bill which came before the | suggest that the Amendment be with- 
House was there such a clause, and he | drawn. 

asked the right hon. Gentleman to| 

limit its | Amendment to the Lords Amendment, 


_ by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Lords | 


Amendment— | Lords Amendment agreed to. 
**Tn line 8, after the word ‘ same,’ to insert | 
the words, ‘until the year 1920.’ ’—(Mr. Lords Amendment. 
M‘Govern.) | Jn lines 22 and 23, leave out the words: 


| ‘disposed of or,’”’ 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked the right hon. | 

Gentleman to give the people of Ireland | the next Amendment, read a second 

some chance. This was a proposal by | time. 

the Duke of Manchester, and if it had | 

been confined to his own particular estate 

that might have mitigated its severity. | 

But none of the other landlords asked for | 

it. He respectfully asked that these | «In page 8, line 28, after the word ‘ thereby,’ 

mineral rights should not be put in pawn | to insert SSS A Tt 

. | person authors ‘ y 

fora uum of men ho were ott Bling ua tron and 
P | the purpose of exerci8ing a sporting right shall 

go on forever. It laidanembargoon the | have the same authority to prosecute for 

industry of the country. Let them say | trespass in pursuit of on fish as if he 

“during their lifetime,” or their son’s life- | WeTe the owner of that land, 

time, but do not let the Government part | 

with these rights for ever. 


Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


the next Amendment, read a_ second 
time. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB assured the hon. | 
and learned Member he was under a_ 
great misapprehension if he thought this 
clause was putin by the desire of a small 
number of landlords, It represented the 
unanimous opinion of the landlords. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.) said he would agree to the Amend- 
ment with the substitution of the word 
“occupier ” for “ owner.” 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Mr. WYNDHAM said every body had| Amendment. > 


agreed thatsomething must be done to; || _— 
meet the case of the landlords who/| |, = oe * pane a por Hs (Mr. 
possessed minerals which were not being | 4¢/inson.) 
worked. Was land purchase to be post- 
poned until some one offered 100 percent.| Question proposed, “That the word 
for this property, or were arrangements |‘ owner’ stand part of the Lords 
to be made to purchase this property for | Amendment.” 
one quarter what somebody else was ready | 
to give}? As the landlords had not pressed! fr, T. M. HEALY said it was a great 
their views on questions affecting the | shame. The Government, he ventured 
tenants, he submitted that this Amend. | to think, were straining matters to a 
ment might be withdrawn. great extent, and he ventured to say the 
business would not stand the strain 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND regretted that | of this Amendment, and the result 
the right hon. Gentleman had not been | would be the entire destruction of game 
able to make a concession tothe universal | in the country. Without the consent of 
feeling of the Irish benches. The opinion | the tenants, sporting rights were abso- 
just taken showed the serious view taken | lutely worthless, and yet Amendments 
upon this matter, but as the right hon. | were piled up in the landlords’ interest, 
Gentlemen had made up his mind to make | until it was provided that a tenant 
no further concession, he saw no object in | should have a horde of persons on his 


Mr. McGovern 
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land, and every one of those persons 


could prosecute his neighbour. For that 


was what it came to. 


Mr. TULLY said it was a most 
monstrous provision to put into any Act 
of Parliament, and the one effect it 
would have would be to help to clear the 
country of game. 


Mr. McGOVERN said it was disgrace- 
ful that any person should have a right 
to prosecute a person whose offence was 
walking over his own land. 


Amendment to Lords Amendment 


agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 
to, 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 8, line 36, after the word ‘Com- 
missioners’ to insert the following sub-sec- 
tion: ‘ (2) Where those Commissioners refuse 
to consent to the vesting of any such monu- 
ment in them, the Land Commission may, 
with the consent of the Council of the County 
within which the monument is situate, make 
an order vesting the monument in that council, 
and Sub-section 2 of Section 19 of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, shall 
thereupon apply.’” 

“In page 9, ins 25, after the word ‘ Acts’ 
to insert the words ‘ to tenants.’ ” 

“Tn page 11, line 4, after the word ‘ person . 
to insert the words ‘not under disability’ ; 
line 13, after ‘1896’ to insert the words ‘ which 
interest shall be at a rate not less than 34 per 
cent. per annum.’ ” 

“In page 12, line 3, to leave out the word 
‘had’ and insert the word ‘have’; line 6, to 
leave out the word ‘ of’ and to insert the words 
‘mentioned in.’” 


the next Amendments, read a second 
time and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 13, line 9, to leave out from the 
word ‘mentioned’ to the end of the sub-section, 
and insert the words ‘any question of law may, 
if the Estate Commissioners think fit, and 
shall on the application of any person in- 
terested, be referred for the decision of a 
Judicial Commissioner, unless the Estates 
Commissioners certify in writing that the 
application is frivolous. (2) Any person 
aggrieved by any refusal of the Commissioners 
sv to refer avy such question may, in the 
manner prescribed by rules of Court, and within 
the time prescribed by the Judicial Commis- 
sioner, apply to the High Court, or any Judge 
thereof, for an order requiring the Commis- 
sioners so to refer the question, and the deci- 
sion of the High Court or Judge upon any such 
application shall be final,’ ” 
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the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was prepared 
to agree, with an exception. He moved to 
leave out all words after “of Court” in 
Sub-section 2 in order to insert “ under 
Sub-section (1) of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877, etc.” 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Amendment— 


**TIn line 7, after the word ‘Court’ to leave 
out all words to end of Snb-section 2, and in- 
sert the words ‘under Sub-section 1 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) Act 
1877.” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment to Lords Amendment 
agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 
to. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 13, line 13, leave out the words 
‘agents or solicitors’ and insert the words 
‘land agents, solicitors, or land clerks.’ ” 

‘In line 15, after the word ‘nomination’ 
to insert the words ‘ may be negotiated.’” 

‘In line 19, after the word ‘ ace > to 
insert the following sub-section :—* (12) Where 
in the case of the sale of an estate to 
persons other than the Land Commission an 
agent has been employed by the vendor to 
negotiate the sale, such sum as may be sanc- 
tioned by the Estates Commissioners may, 
with the consent of such vendor, be paid to 
that agent out of the purchase money as part 
of the costs connected with the sale ’” 

“In page 15, line 14, to leave out the words 
‘or order as the case may be’ and insert the 
words ‘for sale.’ ” 

“Tn line 17, to leave out the words ‘Estate 
Commissioners’ and insert the words ‘ Land 
Commission.’ ” 

“Tn Ene 19, after the word ‘ money ’ to insert 
the following sub-section : ‘ For the purpose of 
giving effect to this enactment the Land Com- 
mission may, if they think fit, in the case of a 
terminable charge, satisfy the same by the in- 
vestmert in any securities in which trustees 
are by law authorised to invest trust mone 
of a capital sum the annual income of which 
will be sufficient to satisfy the annual amount 
of the charge.’” 

“In page 16, line 30, after the word ‘ pre- 
scribed’ to insert the words‘ as if purchase 
money distributable under this section were 
money paid or deposited under those sec- 
tions.’” 


the next Amendments, read a second 
time and agreed to 








Trish 


1067 


Mr. WYNDHAM said a consequential 
Amendment should come in here. Clause 
24, page 13, line 36, at the end insert, 
“‘ Any charge or incumbrance may be paid 
off notwithstanding any direction, proviso 
or covenant contained in any deed or in- 
strument to the contrary.” 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 24, page 13, line 36, at end, toin- 
sert the words ‘ Any charge or incumbrance 
may be paid off notwithstanding any direction, 
proviso or covenant contained in any deed or in- 
strument to the contrary.’”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 16, line 37, to leave out the word 
“the’ and insert the word ‘ a.’” 

“In page 16, line 38, after the word ‘ap- 
peal” to insert the words ‘or any question 
other than one of law.’ ” 

“In page 17, lines 4 and 5, to leave out the 
words ‘making a claim upon’ and insert the 
words ‘ whose claim has been so attached to.’” 

“In page 17, line 11, after the first word 
; oe e’ to insert the words ‘ out of the pur- 
chase money, or recoverable under any agree- 
ment or covenant,’” 


the next Amendments, read a sezond 
time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 17, line, 13, after the word ‘advances’ 
to insert the words ‘ provided that in case of the 
sale of an estate under the Land Purchase 
Acts any charge or incumbrance thereon may 
be paid off notwithstanding any direction, 
proviso, or covenant contained in any deed or 
other instrument to the contrary : Provided 
that this sub-section shall not apply in any 
case where the Land Commission are satisfied 
that it is not owing to any act or default of 
such person that his title is not established 
and the amount of his claim invested as afore- 
said.’” 
the next Amendment, read a_ second 


time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM moved to omit down 
to the word “ contrary.” 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Amendment— 


“In line 1, after the word ‘ advances ’ to leave 
out the words ‘ provided that in case of the 
sale of an estate under the Land Purchase 
Acts any charge or incumbrance thereon may 
be paid off notwithstanding any direction, 
proviso, or covenant contained in any deed or 
other instrument to the contrary.’ ”—(Mr. 
Wyndham.) 


{COMMONS} 








Land Bill. 


Amendment to the Lords Amendment 
agreed to. 


1068 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 
to. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 17, at end of line 23, after the word 
‘ Act’ to insert the following sub-section : ‘(4) 
Notwithstanding anything in this section, any 
vendor or incumbrancer may apply to the Court 
to invest the purchase money, pending distribu- 
tion, in any of the securities from time to time 
authorised by law for the investment of trust 
funds.’ And also insert the following clause : 
‘Where a person who would otherwise be 
entitled to sell land under the Land Purchase 
Acts is a lunatic, the Lord Chancellor may 
order the land to be sold as if the sale was re- 
quired for one of the purposes mentioned in 
Section 63 of the Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) 
Act, 1871, and that section shall apply accord- 
ingly.’ In line 39, after the word ‘equal’ in- 
sert the words ‘ half-yearly or.’ ’ 

“Tn page 19, line 28, to leave out the words ‘in 
so far as any’ and insert the word ‘ where.’ ” 

“In page 19, line 29, to leave out the words 
‘to purchasers to be repaid by means of pur- 
chase annuities.’ ” 

«In page 19, line 41, to leave out the words 
‘purchase of the land ’ and insert the words 
‘vesting of land in the Commission.’ ” 

“In page 20, lines 17 and 25, to leave out the 
words ‘repayable by means of purchase an- 
nuities’ and insert the words ‘on which such 
ten shillings per cent. is payable by the Land 
Commission.’ ” 

“‘In page 21, line 3, to leave out the words 
‘eight ‘ and insert ‘ seven.’” 

‘In page 21, line 36, after the word ‘made’ 
to insert the words ‘and may only be varied.’” 

‘In page 22, line 27, after the word ‘Com- 
mission’ to insert the words ‘ direct the,’” 


the next Amendments, read a _ second 
time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


‘In page 25, line 11, after the word ‘ price,’ 
to insert the words, ‘or to an estate so circum- 
stanced in respect of which an absolute order 
for sale by the Land Judge was in force at the 
date of the passing of the Act.’” 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that by way 
of preventing the estates being taken 
out of the Land Courts they had pro- 
vided that estates in the Land Courts 
should get a bonus where a receiver 
existed, but they would not get a bonus 
where the estate was so encumbered that 
it was sold practically without the 
owner’s consent. While he believed that 
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the Government had tried to meet the 
difficulty, he thought it would be found 
that the provision they had made was 
not at all sufficient. This was a matter 
which in many cases would involve great 
hardship to the tenant. Very many of 
the Court tenants were in the occupa- 
tion of evicted farms, that was to say, 
they were the old tenants of the land who 
had been put back on the land as Court 
tenants. In order to sell these estates in 
the future a new tenancy would have to 
be constituted, and only a limited 
sum could be advanced; ani, there- 
fore any estate taken out of the Court 
for the purpose of getting the bonus 
would involve the creation of new ten- 
ancies. He was aware that the Land 
Court Judge did not like his proposal, 
but that was no reason why the House 
should not insist upon it. Although the 
Government had now provided that the 
estates which were so embarrassed were 
not to get a bonus, he ventured to think 
that as there would be nobody to 
contradict the owner he would declare 
that he was not embarrassed, and, in 
other ways, would try to show that the 
estate was not encumbered for the pur- 
pose of capturing the bonus. The result 
of this would be that a very large 
number of estates would be taken out of 
the Courts to the prejudice of the tenants. 
The Government had tried to meet the 
point, but they had not met it success- 
tully, and in future owners would join 
together with others interested to take 
the estate out of Court in order to cap- 
ture the bonus, and by so doing they 
would deprive the tenants of the amount 
of advance which they would otherwise 
be entitled to. He could see plainly 
when it was possible to get an Amend- 
ment and when it was not, and it was 
evident that some sort of invisible fetters 
enveloped the Chief Secretary, who 
appeared to have entered into some agree- 
ment upon this question. The House of 
Commons and the representatives of the 
tenants had got absolutely nothing in 
return for the many advantages the 
landlords had got by this Bill. They 
had got no quid pro quo for all those 
rights which had been given to the land- 
lord. 
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Lords Amendment agreed to. 
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Lords Amendment. 


“In page 25, line 32, after the word ‘ in,’ to 
insert the words: ‘(a) Bonds, debentures, or 
—— secured upon rates or taxes levied 
under the authority of any Act of Parliament 
or Provisional Order by any municipal corpora- 
tion or other local authority in the United 
Kingdom which shall be authorised to 
borrow on such security; (b) Ground rents 
arising out of hereditaments in the 
United Kingdom and not exceeding in 
amount one-fourth part of the annual 
value at a rackrent of the premises out 
of which such ground rents issue ; (¢) Deben- 
tures or mortgages of railway companies in the 
United Kingdom incorporated by Act of Par- 
liament ; (d) Stocks or shares of any tramway 
or light railway interest upon which is guar- 
anteed from or charged upon under the Tram- 
ways (Ireland) Acts ; (e) Bonds, debentures, or 
mortgages secured upon any investments in 
which trustees are authorised by this or any 
other Act to investment funds ; (7) Debentures 
or fully-paid shares or stocks of any railway.’ 
Provided that the sufficiency of any such in- 
vestments to realise the sum invested therein 
upon the death of the tenant for life or the ter- 
mination of the trust, shall be secured to the 
—- of the public trustees under this 
Act.” 


the next Amendment read a second 


time. 
Drafting Amendment made. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 
to. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 26, line 3, after the word ‘section,’ 
to insert the words‘ (4) In the case of all pro- 
ceedings in relation to any lands sold under the 
Land Poscbens Acts, or any charges thereon, or 
anyjmoneys realised thereby, if it appears tolthe 
Court that a trustee is, or may be, personally 
liable for any breach of trust, whether the 
transaction alleged to be a breach of trust 
occurred before or after the passing of this Act, 
but bas acted honestly and reasonably, and 
ought fairly to be excused for the breach of 
trust, and tor omitting to obtain the directions 
of the Court in the matter in which he com- 
mitted such breach, then the Court may relieve 
the trustee, either wholly or partly, from per- 
sonal liability for the same.’ ” 

“In page 26, lines 39 and 40, to leave out the 
words ‘ by the Lord Lieutenant.’ ” 


the next Amendments, read a second 
time, time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“Tn page 27, line 11, after the word 
‘require, to insert the following sub-sec- 
tion: ‘(14) The powers conferred on the 
Land Commission by the foregoing pro- 
visions of this section may be exer- 
cised by the Land Judge in any case where the 








1071 


purchase money of land sold under the Land 
urchase Acts is or has been distributed by 

him, and those provisions shall apply accord- 

ingly with the substitution of the Land Judye 

for the Land Commission.’ ” 

the next Amendment, read a second 

time. 


Drafting Amendment made. 


Lords 
agreed to. 


Amendment, as 


amended, 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 27, line 12, after the word ‘ by,’ 
to insert the words ‘ the Land Judge and.’ ” 

“‘In page 27, line 28, to leave out from the 
word ‘that’ to the first word ‘in’ in 
line 32.”’ 

“ In page 27, line 34, after the word ‘ county,’ 
to insert the words ‘ the said limitation may, 
subject to the other limitations in the Land Pur- 
chase Acts, be exceeded where the Land Com- 
mission consider that a larger advance may be 
sanctioned to any purchaser without prejudice 
to the wants and circumstances of other persons 
residing in the neighbourhood.’ ” 

“ Tn page 28, in lines 3 and 4, to leave out the 
words ‘under the circumstances aforesaid,’ 
and insert the words ‘ where the Land Com- 
mission consider it expedient under the cireum- 
stances mentioned in the preceding sub-sec- 
tion.’ ” 

“Tn page 28, line 25, after the word ‘ after,’ 
to insert the:words ‘ they become aware of.’ ”’ 

“ In page 28, line 34, after the word ‘ other- 
wise, to insert the following sub-section : ‘ (2) 
Not more than one person shall, without the 
consent of the Land Commission, be registered 
as the owner of the holding under Part IV. of 
the Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 
1891.’ ” 

“ In page 28, line 40, after the word ‘ hold- 
ing,’ to insert the words ‘ or part thereof.’ ” 

“* In page 28, line 41, after the word ‘ hold- 
ing,’ to insert the words ‘or part.’ ” 

“In page 29, line 2, afte: the word ‘ part,’ to 
insert the words ‘the consent of the Land 
Commission under this enactment may, in the 
case of a charge created by a will, be given at 
any time whether before or aftcr the death of 
the testator.’ ” 

**In page 29, line 3, to leave out the words 
‘a holding’ and insert the words ‘ the holding 
ee after the commencement of this 

ct.’ ” 

“In page 29, line 7, after the word ‘ charge- 
ant,’ to insert the words ‘ or, in the case of a 
charge created by a will or codicil, within six 
n onths from the death of the testator.’ ” 

‘In page 29, line 12, to leave out the word 
‘ whether.’ ” 

“In page 29, line 13, after the word ‘ in- 
stance,’ to insert the words ‘ or with the con- 
sent,’ and leave out the words ‘ or at the suit 
of an incumbrancer.’ ” 

“In page 29, line 14, after the word ‘ sold,’ 
to insert the words ‘ subject to the purchase 
annuity (if any) and any charge under any 
Public Works Acts, but’; and after the word 
‘all * to insert the word ‘ other.’ ” 
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‘* In page 29, line 15, to leave out from the 
word ‘ incumbrances’ to the word ‘ of,’ in 
ne 16.” . 

“ In page 29, line 24, to leave out the word 
‘ require’ and insert the words ‘ request to be 
furnished with.’ ” 

‘* In page 29, line 26, to leave out the words 
‘charged with an an annual sum payable in 
respect of ’ and insert the words ‘ in respect of 
which.’ ” 

‘* In page 29, line 27, after the word ‘ Acts’ to 
insert the words ‘has been made.’ ” 


the next Amendments, read a second 
time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 31, after Clause 58, to insert the 
following clause : ‘ (1) Where, in the course of 
wroceedings for the sale under the Landed 
Estates Court (Ireland) Act, 1858, or the Land. 
Purchase Acts, of an estate it appears that the 
owner or any tenants of ho'dings on_ the 
estate are in occupation of portions of an 
adjoining estate, and that the owner or 
any tenants of holdings on the adjoin- 
ing estate are in occupation of portions of 
the first-mentioned estate, whether such ex- 
change of occupation is the result of an agree- 
ment er is occasioned by the alteration of the 
course of a stream, or otherwise, the Land 
Judge or the Judicial Commissioner, as the 
case may be, may, if he thinks it expedient, 
with the consent of the owners of the respec- 
tive estates, make ar order ratifying the ex- 
change,and the order, or a map or plan annexed 
thereto, shall show the lands given and taken 
in exchange respectively. (2) The land taken 
upon any such exchange shall be deemed to be 
held by the same tenure, and shall, without 
any conveyance or other assurance in rela- 
tion thereto, go and enure to and upon 
the same uses and trusts and be subject to the 
same rents, conditions, charges, and incum- 
brances, as the land given upon such exchange 
would have stood limited upon and been sub- 
ject to if the order had not been made; and 
the land given upon such exchange shall be 
deemed to be held by the same tenure, 
and shall without any conveyance or other 
assurance in relation thereto, go and enure to 
and upon the same uses and trusts and be 
subject to the same rents, conditions, charges, 
and incumbrances as the land taken upen such 
exchange would have stood limited upon and 
been subject to if the order had not been 
made. (3) All rights and remedies for recovery 
of rents payable in respect of either portions 
of the lands so exchanged shall be exercisable 
in respect of, and may be pursued against, the 
lands given or taken upon such exchange, as 
the case may be, in the same manner as they 
might theretofore have been exercised or 
pursued against the lands originally liable 
thereto.’ ” 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said this was 
a valuable and useful clause, but he 
ventured to suggest that in the third 
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line from the end they should omit the 
words “with the consent of the owners ” 
and substitute the words “or on 
notice in the prescribed manner.” Very 
often the exchange had taken place thirty 
or forty years ago. In selling an estate 
of this kind it was advisable that no 
further expense should be piled up. He 
suggested that notice to the owner should 
be given in the prescribed manner, He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Amendment. 
“Tn line 11, after the word ‘ of’ to insert the 


words ‘ or of notice in the prescribed manner 
to. "—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was 
willing to accept that Amendment if the 
hon. and learned Member would con- 
sent to alter the words so as to read 
‘or of notice in the prescribed manner 
to the owner and giving them an oppor- 
tunity of being heard.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would ac- 
cept those words, and would move his 
Amendment in that form. 


Amendment tothe Lords Amendment, 
by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 


Amendment. 


* Tn line 11, after the word ‘ owners’ to insert 
the words ‘or of notice in the preseribed man- 
ner to the owners and giving them an oppor- 
tunity of being heard.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy). 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 
to. 


Consequential Amendment made to 
the Bill. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 32, line 18, to leave out the word 
‘the’ and insert the word ‘ a.’”’ 

«Tn page 32, line 36, after the word ‘ balance’ | 
to insert the following sub-section : ‘ (3) Where 
in thelike case the Courtis satisfied that theland 
sold is entitled to be indemnified against any 
claim in respect of a superior interest by other | 
lands, and that the other lands are a sufficient | 
security therefor, the Court may, upon such | 
terms (if any) and in such manner as appears | 
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| to insert the following sub-section : 
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equitable, exclusively charge the whole of the 


| Superior interest upon the other lands. (4 


The foregoing provisions of this section shall 
apply with the necessary modifications, to any 
superior interest or portion thereof affecting 
the land sold, or to the redemption money oi 
such interest or portion, as if the same were 
land sold.’ ” 

“In page 33, lines 12 to 14, to leave out 
Sub-section 3.” 

‘“*In page 33” line 17, to leave out the words 
‘therem mentioned’ and insert the words 
‘of a superior interest.’ ” 

“In page 33, line 22, to leave out the words 
‘for the nonpayment of any sum due to them.’” 

““In page 34, line 6, after the word ‘deposit ’ 
to insert the following sub-section: ‘(3) Where 
any land upon which portion of a purchase an- 
nuity has been charged by the Land Commis- 
sion is conveyed to the proprietor of a holding 
subject to a purchase annuity, that holding 
and the land so conveyed shall be deemed one 
holding, and the said annuity and portion 
shall be payable in such manner and subject 
to such conditions as may be prescribed.’ ” 

“In page 34, line 6, after the word ‘deposit ’ 
to insert the following sub-section: ‘ (2) Where 
any land upon which portion of a purchase 
annuity has been charged by the Land Com- 
mission is conveyed to the proprietor of a 
holding subject to a purchase annuity, that 
holding and the land so conveyed shall be 
deemed one holding, and the said annuity and 
portion shall be payable in such manner and 
subject to such conditions as may be pre- 
seribed.’ ” 

‘Tn page 34, line 42, after the word ‘may’ to 
insert the words ‘on the application of any 
person interested or without such application 
with the consent of the Lord Chancellor,’ and 
to leave out the words ‘such authority and’ 
and to insert the words ‘the Judicial Commis- 
sioner if he thinks fit.’ ” 

“Tn page 35, line 17, after the word ‘ cent.’ 
to insert the words ‘ per annum.’ ” 

“Tn page 35, line 40, after the word ‘the’ to 
insert the words ‘ trustees of the.’” 


the next Amendments, read a second 
time, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. 


** In page 36, line 15, after the word ‘ vendor’ 
to insert the words ‘or to the trustees of a 
settlement.’ ”—(.Wr. Atkinson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 36, line 18, after the word ‘less’ 
(2) Sub- 
section 4 of Section 3 of this Act shall apply 
in the case of any land in respect of which an 
advance is made in pursuance of this section.’” 


Amendment proposed to the Lords 


| Amendment— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘four’ to inset 
the words ‘ and Sub-section 6.’ ”—(Mr. Wynd- 
ham.) 
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Amendment to Lords Anendment 
agreed to. 


Lords amended, 


agreed to. 


Amendment, as 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 36, line 35, after the word ‘cutting’ 


to insert the words ‘or making.’ ” 

“In page 38, line 2, after the word ‘ Board’ 
to insert the words ‘in lieu of the member of 
the Land Commission nominated under Sub- 
section 1 of Section 34 of the Act of 1891.’ 


And also to insert the following clause :—‘ Sec- | 
Technical In- | 


tien 18 of the Agricultural an ] 
struction (Ireland) Act, 1899, which makes 
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| was made for the report of the assessor 
| being made public, and thus one man was 

virtually made arbiter. His report, at 
/all events, ought not to be secret. He 
/moved to add, after the words “ report 
thereon to the Judicial Commissioner,” 
| the words “in the prescribed manner.” 
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Amendment .proposed to the Lords 
Amendment— 


‘In line 3, at end, to add the words ‘in the 
prescribed manner ’.”——(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


provision with respect to congested districts | 


counties, is hereby repealed.’” 


the next Amendments, read a second 
time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 38, line 36, to leave out the word 
‘any’ and insert the words ‘subject to the 
provisions of this Act any.’” 


the next Amendment disagreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 38, line 38, to leave out the word 
‘appeal’ and to insert the words ‘apply for a 
re-hearing.’ 


the next Amendment read a second 
time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 39, line 5, after the word ‘assessor,’ 
to insert the words ‘ who shall hear the evidence 
and inspect the holding, and report thereon to 
the Judicial Commissioner.’ ” 
the next Amendment, 


time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM moved to _ insert, 
after the first word “and,” the words “ on 
the application of either of the parties.” 


Amendment proposed to the Lords | 


Amendment— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘and’ to insert the 
words ‘on the application of either of the 
parties.’ ”"—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Amendment to Lords Amendment 


agreed to. 


Mr. T, M. HEALY moved an Amend- 
ment to provide that the report would be 
madepublic. As the Bill stood no provision 


read a second 


Mr. WYNDHAM said Part III of the 
Bill had no very ardent supporter, either 
_in this or the other House. It was held 
to be a necessary adjunct of the far larger 
facilities given for promoting the purchase 
of land in Ireland. He was prepared to 
accept the Amendments made in another 
place because they did not effect changes 
in the tribunal. He understood that a 
great many of the landlords and tenants 
of Ireland preferred that there should be 
a re-hearing, and that they were not 
satisfied with Part III. as it stood. He 
had met that view, but he was not able 
to attempt the further revision of Part 
III. at the eleventh hour. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether the 
report would be a public document. 


Mr. McGOVERN said the tenants 
were in great danger of being deprived 
, of the benefits of the Act of 1881. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that this clause 
would create dismay and consternation 
,unless the Report was made a public 
| document. He suggested the addition of 
the following words : “and such Report 
should be communicated to the parties.” 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
said this was a matter of great conse- 
| quence to the tenants, and he hoped the 
Chief Secretary would accept the Amend- 


ment of the hon. Member for North 
Louth. 

THe SOLICITOR -GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. James CAMPBELL, Dublin 
University) said the second suggestion 
of the hon. Member for North Louth 
would defeat its own object. 
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be better to take the first suggestion, and 


add the 


words “in the prescribed 
manner.” ; 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he would take 
that. 


Amendment to the Lords Amendment, 
agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 
to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM asked the leave of 
the House to go back and rectify a slip. 
He ought to have asked the house to dis- 
agree with the following Lords Amend- 
ment— 

“In page 38, line 36, toleave out the word 


‘any and to insert the words ‘subject to the 
provisions of this Act any.’ ” 


Lords Amendment disagreed to. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It will be entered 
on the journals as having been disagreed 
with in the first instance. 


Lords Amendment. 


“In page 39, lines 6 to 8, leave out 


Sub-section 3.” 


the next Amendment, read a second 


time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“Tn page 39, line 9, after the word ‘ appeal’ to 
insert the words ‘ or on any re-hearing (except in 
cases where the valuation does not exceed 
£20).”"” 


the next Amendment, read a second time, 
amended, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 
“In page 39, line 10, after the word ‘ which’ to 
insert the words ‘could have been but ’” 


the next Amendment, read a second time, 
and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment. 


“Tn page 39, lines 12 and 15, after the word 
‘ Commissioner ’ to insert the words ‘ who hears 
the Appeal ’” 


the next Amendment, read a second time. 


Mr. ATKINSON moved to insert after 
the words ‘the Appeal,” the words “ or 
re-hearing.” 
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Amendment proposed to the Lords 
Amendment — 


“In line 2, after the word‘ Appeal’ to add 
the words ‘ or re-hearing ’.”—(Mr. Atkinson. ) 


Amendment to Lords Amendment 


agreed to. 


Lords Amendment, as amended, agreed 
to. 


Lords Amendments. 


“In page 39, line 20, after the word ‘ made’ 
to insert the words ‘by the Judicial Com- 
missioners with the approvalof the Lord 
Chancellor’ ” 

“Tn page 39, line 22, to leave out from the 
word ‘ re-hearings’ to the end of the clause, and 
insert the words ‘and those rules shall, among 
other things, provide for an ad valorem scale of 
fees to be paid on notices of appeal or re- 
hearing.’ ” 

“In page 39, line 24, to leave out the words 
‘Land Commission’ and insert the words 
‘ Judicial Commissioner.’” 

Leave out Clause 87. 

“Tn page 40, line 17, after the word ‘ reason’ 
to insert the word ‘solely.’ ” 

“In page 40, line 19, to leave out the word 
‘judicially’ and insert the words ‘in the ab- 
sence of other provision.’ ”’ 

“Tn page 40, line 22, after the word ‘apply’ 
to insert the words ‘ as from the commencement 
of this Act.’” 

“Tn page 40, line 30, after the word ‘1881, 
to insert the words ‘ or under that section’” 

“In page 40, line 38, to leave out the words 
‘the representation’ and insert the words 
‘any representation under the Labourers (Ire- 
land) Acts, 1883 to 1896, atfecting him.’” 


the next Amendments, read a_ second 
time, and agreed to. 


Lords Amendment— 


“In page 41, lines 10 and 11, to leave out 
the words ‘a Court of Summary Jurisdiction ’ 
and insert the words ‘the County Court 
Judge.’” 


the next Amendment, read a second 
time. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
as this Amendment did not appear on the 
Paper, it seemed that the Government did 
not wish to propose it at all The clause 
as it originally stood was really of very 
little use to the labourers, and that 
little use had been minimised still further 
by the change made in the House of 
Lords, He supposed that Clause 93 
would have to be accepted with this un- 
fotunate change, but he believed that 
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when the Chief Secretary introduced a 
Labourers Bill next year, he would find 
that the House of Lords was wrong. 


Cunard and International 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that he 
wished to acknowledge the loyal way in 
which the Government, after a great 
struggle, had re-instated this clause. 
The Chief Secretary was to be congratu- 
lated in re-instating the clause, although 
it did not mean very much. 

Mr. MURPHY said that the labourers 
of Ireiand had nothing to thank the 
Irish landlords for, because they had all 
voted against this clause. 





| 
Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Lords Amendments. 

“In page 41, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘must either be’ and insert the words ‘is | 
either. Line 31, to leave out the word ‘be’ | 
and insert the word ‘is.’” | 

“In page 42, line 6, to leave out from the | 
word ‘Commission’ to the word ‘the’ in line | 
8, and insert the words ‘in the manner 
directed by Sub-section 6 of Section 29 of the | 
Act of 1891.’ The expression ‘demesne’ 
includes any mansion, house or other 
buildings thereon. The expression ‘ vesting | 
order’ includes fiat. Line 34, after the 
word ‘Act’ to insert the words ‘or enact- 
ment,’ and after the word ‘amending’ to in- 
sert the word ‘applying.’” 

“In page 44, line 22, after the first word | 
‘three’ to insert the words ‘in Sub-section 
1 of Section 34, from ‘a member’ to 
‘forestry ’ and the words ‘ the Chief Secretary 
when absent shall be replaced by the Under 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant,’ ” 


the next Amendments, read a second 
time, and agreed to. 


Ordered, “That a Committee be 
appointed to draw up Reasons to be 
assigned to the Lords for disagreeing to 
certain of the Lords Amendments to the 
Bill.” 


Committee nominated of—Mr. At- 
torney General for Ireland, Mr. Sergeant 
Hemphill, Mr. John Redmond, Colonel 
Saunderson, and Mr. Wyndham. 


Committee to withdraw immediately. 


Three to be the 





quorum. — (Mr. 


Wyndham.) 
Mr. William Redmond, 
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THE CONSOLIDATED FUND (AP?PRO 
PRIATION) BILL. 


Considered in Com mittee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time to-morrow. 


IRISH LAND BILL. 


Reasons for disagreeing to certain of 
the Lords Amendments reported, and 
agreed to. 

To be communicated to the Lords. 


CUNARD STEAMSHIP COMPANY AND 
INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE 
MARINE COMPANY (AGREEMENTS). 


Motion made, and Question proposed- - 
“That the Agreement dated the 30th 
day of July 1903, entered into between 
His Majesty's Government and the 
Cunard Steamship Company, Limited, 
printed in Command Paper No. 1703, 
and the Agreement dated the Ist day 
of August, 1903, entered into between 
His Majesty’s Government and_ the 
International Mercantile Marine Com- 
pany and others, printed in Command 
Paper No. 1704, be approved.”—( Jr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said that he had anticipated that the 
President of the Board of Trade would have 


| said something in support of the Motion, 


but he concluded from the silence of the 
right hon. Gentleman that he wished to 
hear objections first. There was some 
reason to complain that this very impor- 
tant subject, which had been the subject of 
observation and Question during the whole 
year, should have been kept back to the 


| ultimate hours of a very busy session. As 


concisely as possible he would confine him- 
self to two or three points in the agree- 
ments which had relation to the Admiralty. 
He took it that the agreement meant 
that the merchant cruiser policy was 
abandoned—namely, the system of pay- 
ing subsidies in time of peace for certain 
ships being placed at the disposal of the 
Government in time of war. In sub- 
stitution of that system they were going 
to have a new system whereby there 
would be made in timeof peace agreements 
for the hire or purchase of vessels in 
time of war. On neither of these points 
had he any hostile criticism to offer. He 
was quite satisfied, and he believed the 
House generally was satisfied, with the 
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declaration made by the Admiralty that 
they had no intention of any longer giving 
subsidies in time of peace for vessels to 
be used in time of war. The Govern- 
ment of which he was « Member, in 
so far as it was responsible for the 
initiation of that policy, adopted it only 
subject. to reconsideration by the Ad- 
miralty; but the Government did not 
last long enough to be in a position to 
give that reconsideration. 


With reference to the Cunard agree- 
ment, the special part of it was that the 
Government was to make a loan of 
£2,600,000 to the company for the 
purpose of enabling it to build two ships 
of large dimensions, and further, when 
the ships were built, the Government 
was going to pay the company a sort 
of rent or subsidy of £150,000 a 
year. That was a kind of bounty which 
involved quite a new _ departure 
on behalf of the Government. He 
wished for a moment to dwell on the 
peculiar financial effects of this proposal. 
The State was about to pay to this 
particular company mo e than the whole 
of its nominal capital. The nominal 
capital was £1,600,000, and its own valu- 
ation of its fleet was under £2,000,000. 
The present market value of the shares 
did not, however, amount to more than 
£1,200,000. To a concern of this kind 
they were going to make a loan amount- 
ing to £2,600,000—£1,000,000 above the 
nominal capital value, and about double 
the real capital value of the concern. 
That was a feature of the agreement 
which the House would do well to 
ponder over. Further, the loan was to 
be at 23 per cent. The Admiralty had 
evidently taken the advice of the Com- 
mittee presided over by the noble Lord, 
and, although having no doubt a financial 
expert, it had no shipbuilding expert. 
The Report of that Committee suggested 
that loans might be made to shipping 
companies at lower rates than they 
would otherwise be able to obtain them. 
In the ordinary way, if a company like 
the Cunard Company wanted a loan they 
would have to pay 5 per cent.; but the 
Admiralty let them have it at 2} per 
cent. In other words, the company re- 
ceived State credit to the extent of 2} 
per cent., which was really a bonus 
amounting to nearly £60,000 a year, and 
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to almost 4 per cent. on the nominal 
capital of the company. The amount of 
£150,000 which was to be given as hire 
to the company would pay nearly 10 
per cent.,on their nominal capital. 
Lastly, the loan was to be repaid by 
annual instalments, extending over a 
period of twenty years. The instalments 
would therefore amount to £130,000, and 
to that should be added interest amounting 
to £35,000. The Cunard Company would 
therefore pay the Government £165,000 for 
twenty years. The Government would pay 
£150,000, and the net balance over and 
above would be £15,000; and for the 
payment of that sum per annum, this 
particular company, selected by the 
Government, would become the possessors 
of two of the most enormous vessels of 
modern times, having a capital value of 
£2,600,000. He thought that the finan- 
cial features of the agreement certainly 
required some consideration from an 
assembly of business men. A transaction 
of such magnitude called from the 
Government, and especially from the 
Admiralty, for some defence. 


He wished to know how far it was in- 
tended to extend this new policy, and if 
the two ships were to be the whole of the 
new fleet of subsidised cruisers? If two 
such ships were not sufficient, how many 
more would the country be called upon to 
supply ? This policy was hinted at in the 
Memorandum of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, which was laid before Varlia- 
ment at the beginning of the session. It 
was only fair to say that speed was laid 
down by the First Lord of the Admiralty 
as a first condition to be attained under 
the new system. He declared that it 
was intolerable that there should be any 
ship afloat which was faster than any 
ship under the control of the Admiralty ; 
and it was for this superiority of speed that 
the new system was proposed. There were, 
however, certain points which the Govern- 
ment ought to be able to make out to 
the satistaction of the House. First of 
all, that the Admiralty could not itself 
build ships capable of maintaining the 
speed required to catch the fastest 
merchant ships. He would, of course, 
receive with respect what the Admiralty 
said on that matter, but he would receive 
with astonishment and surprise a state- 
ment to the effect that it was beyond the 
power of the Admiralty to design and 
build ships fast enough to catch merchant 
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ships. Another point on which the 
House ought to be satisfied was that the 
the British mercantile marine could not 
be trusted to maintain its superiority in 
point of speed without the offer of special 
iuducements from the Admiralty. Were 
the Admiralty and the British mercantile 
marine about to acknowledge, for the 
first time in history, that they were unable 
to cope with the fastest vessels of the 
foreign mercantile marine? He could 
hardly suppose that that would be said 
on behalf of the British mercantile 
marine. He would, however, assume that 
neither the Admiralty nor the British 
mercantile marine could furnish the speed 
required, but if these propositions were 
made good, it would then be necessary to 
show that the speed required could not 
be obtained in a merchant ship except at 
the cost of the vessels provided for in 
this agreement. The Government were 
bound to show that a merchant ship 
could not be obtained to maintain a 
speed of 244 knots unless it were 
of 30,000 tons, and cost £1,300,000. 


This new proposal was in part, at least, 
a consequence of the panic brought 
about last year by the sudden creation 
of the Morgan combine. That combine 
did not now seem to be so formidable as 
when it was first established, and those 
who were alarmed by it last year were 
now able to sleep comfortably in their 
beds. It was to that panic also that he 
attributed a good many of the senti- 
mental features both in this agreement 
and in the collateral agreement with the 
Morgan combine; the provisions with 
regard to British ships, the British flag, 
and British officers and men appeared to 
be traceable to that cause. The com- 
pany, having made this bargain with 
the Government, undertook to do certain 
things of a non-naval character, and 
how they could be made part of a busi- 
ness contract, such as that under con- 
sideration, passed his comprehension. The 
company undertook to carry on its own 
business to the best advantage. That 
was an extraordinary consideration to 
enter into a formal contract. Another 
provision was that it should not unduly 
raise the freights or charges for the. 
carriage of goods in any of its services 
What was “unduly” raising freights ? 
Why was this restriction confined to 
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the passenger traffic deserved. some 
consideration in that connection. A 
further provision was that in fixing such 
frieghts and charges no undue preference 
was to be given as against British sub- 
jects. What was “undue preference” 
was a perfectly open question. As to 
the expense of maintaining a ship at 
these high rates of speed, the repre- 
sentative of the Admiralty ought to 
make some answer to the assertion that 
it was not by any means clear that the 
rate of speed provided for by this agree- 
ment was uncommercial. Considerations 
had been advanced showing that at 
the present time, particularly on the 
Atlantic route, high speed might be a 
commercial speed, and although there 
might be a loss in particular instances, 
yet the fact of possessing such vessels 
made the fleet, as a whole, pay better 
than if the big vessels were not in it. 
With regard to the agreement with the 
Morgan combine to which the House 
was invited to give its approval, he pre- 
sumed the Motion under discussion was 
rendered necessary by the rules of the 
House relating to the mail service. If 
anybody desired to have hi: mind re- 
assured as to the Morgan combine he 
had only to read this agreement. The 
only objection he had to it was that it 
was a bargain between the British 
Government and a foreign Government, 
and that might be said to be a senti- 
mental objection. The agreement 
undertook on the part of the Govern- 
ment that this so-called International 
Company should have what might be 
termed most-favoured-nation treatment ; 
in other words, the Admiralty were 
going to treat them on even terms with 
other shipping companies, and they in 
turn came under certain restrictions 
and covenants which, so far as legal 
contracts went, would keep the ships all 
British, and maintain them under the 
British flag for the term of the agree-. 
ment. There were also incidental terms 
asto the manning and officering of the 
ships. He had nothing to say by way 
of objection to those parts of the agree- 
ment, or indeed to any portion of the 
agreement, because, as he understood it, 
the position was this: The existing 
Oceanic Steam Company agreement 
would have to run its natural course, 
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a new agreement would come into force, 
which would not involve subsidies, but 
which would involve a right to take over 
their ships on terms to be agreed upon. 
The Morgan combine, if it had any 
element of danger in it before, was 
reduced to harmlessness by this agree- 
ment, to which he imagined everybody 
was preparedto assent. But the Cunard 
agreement, the remarkable financial 
effect of which he had endeavoured to 
describe, was a totally different matter, 
and it was to that that the attention of 
the Committee ought to be mainly 
directed. He hoped a full and complete 
defence on that agreement—or, at 
any rate, of the portion involving the 
payment of £2,600,000 by way of loan 
tor the building of two ships, and the 
yearly rent of £150,000. simply because 
they had agreed to build those ships, 
would be forthcoming. He was not aware 
of any similar provision in any legislation 
except the somewhat peculiar clauses 
in the Irish Land Act by which an Irish 
landlord was able to sell his estate and be 
paid by State money, and then to buy it 
back with the use of State credit. The 
question would have to be asked why the 
Cunard Company had been selected for 
this remarkable subvention, and also 
whether there were to be any more of 
these ships, and if so, how many ? If these 
questions were satisfactorily answered, 
there then arose the totally different ques- 
tion raised by the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for West Islington, viz.: Why, if 
the Government were obliged to resort to 
the merchant navy for the kind of ship 
they wanted, they did not make known 
the conditions upon which they were pre- 
pared to make these advances, in order 
that there might have been some com- 
petition ? 


Mr, LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked the 
House to look at the matter from a 
business standpoint. It was an extra- 
ordinary proceeding that, at the very close 
of the session, they should be asked to 
consider a new and large question of this 
kind. He did not wish to make the 
slightest reflection on the Cunard 
Company. That company, he believed, 
was a credit to the country, and he had 
always heard it spoken of in high terms. 
It was not the business of the House to 
make any reflection on the company, 











however severely they might criticise the 
agreement. The agreement had four 
parts. The first related vo this large loan 
at a very low rate of interest. The object 
of the loan was to place a trading 
company in funds, without the slightest 
restriction being placed on the manner in 
which the money was to be spent, except 
that it was to be to the advantage of the 
company. That was an extremely bad 
precedent to set, and it was a great 
pity that such a_ step should be 
proposed at a time when it could not 
be properly appreciated by the House of 
Commons. Why was this one company 
picked out, and this large loan granted 
to it, without strict inquiry as to whether 
some othercom pany of equally good stand- 
ing would be willing to carry out the 
conditions with a less serious obligation 
on the country? Thesecond part of the 
agreement was for the payment of a 
large annual subsidy. That was dis- 
tinctly against the recommendations of 
the recent Committee on Shipping Sub- 
sidies, the general tenure of whose Report 
was to discourage the policy of granting 
subsidies. When the Naval Estimates 
were before the House it appeared that 
the Admiralty fully accepted that Report, 
both in letter and in spirit, by the 
abandonment of existing subsidies, and 
one would have supposed that they 
would have pursued that policy a little 
further. There might possibly be a 
special case to be made out for the new 
subsidy, but at any rate it had not been 
put before the House. It seemed very 
strange that, so soon after steps had been 
taken against the policy of subsidies, 
this extravagant bargain should have 
been rushed into. Upon what Estimates 
was the payment of this subsidy to be 
borne? It ought to appear on the 
Naval Estimates; that would be the 
most regular way in which to deal with 
it. He did not believe the country 
would get the least return for the sub- 
sidy ; in fact, a careful study of the 
agreement showed that the bargain 
would rather tie the hands of the 
Government. The answer would 
robably be that they had the right of 
faving or purchasing the boats on terms 
stated in the agreement. His objection 
to that was that we had entered into the 
bargain with regard to hire and purchase 
quite prematurely, and the tendency of 
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the bargain would be to tie our hands | 
and to lay greater obligations on the 
country. 


The third part of the agreement 
related to hiring, and that ought to 
be very carefully studied by the House. 
The rates on which these ships were to 
be taken were extremely high. In time 
of war high rates might have to be paid, 
and the only advantage of making a 
bargain in advance was that of securing 
more reasonable terms. The rates varied 
according to the speed of the ship, and 
ran from 25s. per ton per month on 
the gross register, down to 17s. or 20s. 
in the case of the smaller ships. In 
uwelve months, under the agreement, they 
would pay the full price of nearly all the 
ships, while in the case of the larger 
ships, if the engagement went on for 
fifteen or sixteen months, even they 
would be fairly paid for. It seemed to 
him that if such an agreement was made 
so long in advance, with one particular 
company, much better terms ought to 
have been obtained. It was not even 
stated that these were the maximum 
rates ; they would be bound to pay these 
extravagant prices if the ships were taken. 
In what way were these rates fixed ? The 
Committee seemed to have proceeded in a 
rough-and-ready way, and their maximum 
proposals had been embodied in the 
agreement. The House ought really to 
have some defence of these extraordinary 
and extravagant figures. It would have 
been much better to have left the matter 
until an emergency arose, or, if the 
bargain was to be made at once, to 
have secured competition. The fourth 
part of the agreement gave the right to 
purchase all the fleet of this company. 
A price had been stated of the value of 
the ships on the 29th September, and the 
Government were to have the right to 
purchase"them at that rate subject to a 
certain depreciation. But the tendency 
was to make that price the actual amount 
that the country would have to pay, and it 
seemed to him to be a very high price. 
These were the four aspects of the 
question which, in his opinion, ought to 
be carefully studied by the House before 
they sanctioned this agreement. He 
agreed with the hon. Member for 
Dundee that the Government had 
tushed into the matter in a moment of 
panic, and the whole agreement seemed 
to be a crowning instance of the ex- 


Mr. Lough. 
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travagance of the present Administration. 
Complaints had been made for some 
time past of the rate at which public 
expenditure was growing, and the 
Government seemed to have determined 
at the end of the session to give one 
final kick, and that to be the worst of 
all. The policy of the loan was bad, the 
subsidy would require a great deal of 
justification, and the other clauses were 
most extraordinary to have been adopted 


before the emergency arose. He begged 
to move. 
Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 


W.R., Holmfirth) seconded. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘« To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the (uestion, and add the words 
‘this House regrets that an arrangement was 
made with the Cunard Steamship Company 
without first ascertaining by public competition 
the terms upon which the Government require- 
ments might have been met by other com- 
panies.’ ’—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Debate arising. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the Debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 

EVENING SITTING. 


CUNARD STEAMSHIP COMPANY AND 
INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE 
MARINE COMPANY (AGREEMENTS), 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to Question 
[12th August], “That the Agreement 
dated the 30th day of July, 1903, 
entered into between His Majesty's 
Government and the Cunard Steamship 
Company, Limited, printed in Command 
Paper, No.1703. andthe Agreement dated 


into between His Majesty’s Government 
and the International Mercantile Marine 


mand Paper, No. 1704, be approved.” — 





(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 





the 1st day of August, 1903, entered 
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Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of the Question, and add the words ‘this 
House regrets that an arrangement was made 
with the Cunard Steamship Company without 
first ascertaining by public competition the 
terms upon which the Government require- 
ments might have been met by other com- 
panies.’ ”"—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


Sik FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said the speech of the 
hon. Member for Islington was very 
much the same kind of speech as that 
of the hon. Member for Dundee, who 
also seemed to suggest that this agree- 
ment was wrong because it gave an 
unreasonable preference to the Cunard 
Steamship Company. He ventured to 
suggest that the circumstances which 
surrounded the initiation of this contract 
left the Government very little or no 
choice. They had no desire to give any- 
thing in the nature of a benefit to the 
Cunard Steamship Company. The fact 
that that company inight make money 
in the future out of that agreement was 
no argument against the agreement. 
The reason that there was not now in 
the shipping trade that feeling of panic 
which existed two years ago, to which the 
hon. Member for Dundee referred, was 
entirely owing to this agreement. Two 
years ago the American millionaires had 
invaded almost every sphere of trading 
in Great Britain ; they had taken posses- 
sion of the match-making trade and the 
manufacture of electric tramways and 
other things, and, in fact, there was 
scarcely a single branch of British trade 
in which American capital had not been 
used for the purpose of absorbing the 
British interest ; and, finally, the American 
millionaires threatened the shipping 
trade, not in any particular section, but 
in every direction, and more particularly 
in the direction of the Atlantic trade. 
The situation was that 8,010 American 
millionaires, who had control of the whole 
of the railways in America, conceived the 
possibility of obtaining control of the 
shipping. If the same group of million- 








aires who controlled the railways were 
able to get hold of the passenger and 
freight trade carried on between Great 
Britain and America they would have 
been able to establish a monopoly and 
charge what they pleased. That was the 
object of Mr. Pierpont Morgan, and 
eventually some half-dozen steamship 
lines became absorbed in the American 
combination. The Cunard Steamship 
Company alone held out, not from any 
patriotic motives, but purely as a matter 
of business. They were like the last 
voter of a corrupt borough before the 
Ballot Act; who kept back his vote to 
the last in order to get the biggest price. 
If the Cunard Steamship Company had 
succumbed, the object the American 
millionaires had in view would have been 
accomplished ; and it was, therefore, a 
patriotic duty onthe part of the Govern- 
ment to make, if necessary, some sacri- 
fice for the purpose of preventing a 
monopoly being established to our detri- 
ment. He did not believe a sacrifice in 
the sense in which he spoke had been 
made. The Government had made a 
bargain which was exceedingly beneficial 
to the country at large which even now 
was capable of a complete defence against 
the attacks made upon it. 


Wecould not deal with questions of this 
kind on the financial basis which had 
been laid down by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Dundee. The Government, in 
exchange for this concession which they 
had given to the Cunard Steamship 
Company, got, in the first place, a contract 
from the Cunard Steamship Company 
to build two vessels which were never 
likely to pay their way, and which 
would be run at aloss of about £150,000 
a year, and which would run at a speed 
of twenty-four or twenty-five knots an 
hour, and the difference between the 
policy announced by the Secretary to 
the Admiralty of the abolition of sub- 
sidies to existing vessels, and the policy 
set forth in this agreement was that in 
the one case the subsidy was given to 
existing vessels, and in the other an 
amount of money was given as an 
inducement to shipowners to build a 
particular class of ship which would not 
otherwise have been built. These vessels 
would be of a higher speed than any 
other vessel afloat either for the purposes 
of war or commerce, and the advantage 








of such vessels to the Navy would be 
enormous, because they would be in actual 
running, always ready for use, with no 
risk of breakdown such as has occurred 
to ships suddenly brought out, ready, 
subject to some very few alterations and 
the shipping of their guns, for immediate 
service as cruisers or troopships. It was 
quite true that the Admiralty could 
build such ships for themselves, but they 
would come as a charge on the Naval 
Estimates, whereas now the money would 
be subscribed by the public on the 
guarantee of the Government. The 
crews of these vessels would belong to 
the Royal Naval Reserve and the Fleet 
Reserve, and would be in constant train- 
ing, and these vessels could be used for 
training fresh men and officers from 
time to time. The loan was extremely 
well secured as the £2,500,000 
was secured, by a property worth 
£4,500,000. Another advantage was 
that this compauy was bound to remain 
British, and there could be no attempt in 
the future on the part of the American 
millionaires to restore and continue the 
panic of two years ago by attempting to 
create a monopoly. He gave his hearty 
approval to this agreement inall its details 
because it had removed the danger, 
under the fear of which they were labour- 
ing. 


*Sir WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
thought this was purely a matter of 
business, and that from a financial point 
of view the Government had got the 
best of the bargain. When the subsidy 
of £150,000 per annum was divided 
among the nineteen steamers it would 
only represent £8,000 for each, which 
was not much in view of the fact that 
the Government could take them practi- 
cally at any time they wanted them. 
And when the interest to be paid by 
the Cunard Company on the loan was 
added to the one-twentieth of the 
capital sum to be paid back and deducted 
from the total subsidy, the balance was 
only about £16,500 per annum. The 
crux of the whole question was the speed 
of the two new vessels which were to be 
built. Ostensibly they were to steam 
twenty-four and a half knots. But if 


the Admiralty were going to have 
anything to do with the designing or 
Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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engineering he could only say “Lord help 
them,” for the Admiralty had never yet 
built a ship which had the speed designed 
for her. If these vessels did not 
steam twenty-four and a half knots 
continuously, the money would be thrown 
away. In order to do that these 
vessels were required to develop enor- 
mous horse power—70,000 or 20,000 
horse power through each screw. 
When they looked at the risk the Govern- 
ment was taking, he dreaded that, unless 
this matter was gone into thoroughly 
and if those vessels failed in their speed, 
the Government had made a bad bargain. 
It had been asked why had the Admir- 
alty not decided to build the ships them. 
selves? He had “ many a time and oft” 
directed attention to the fast cruisers 
built by the Government at nearly the 
price of these vessels, and he was sorry 
to say that they had never been able to 
attain their designed speed. Therefore the 
Government were perfectly right to go 
to private builders and get the vessels 
built from merchant shipping designs. 
By getting command of the whole fleet 
of this company upon the terms they 
had secured he thought the Government 
had done a very wise action, because 
they could not build those large ships 
and put in such enormous engines and 
make them pay. He thought that the 
Government had done a very good and 
sensible bit of business in this agreement, 
provided that they saw that the vessels 
were all right. He congratulated the 
Government, therefore, on the move they 
had made, but he warne. them that, if the 
vessels were not properly designed, i! their 
engines were not properly dimensioned 
and the three scr. ws were not in the 
proper place, they would never get the 
designed speed continuously, and the 
whole of their undertaking would be an 
unmitigated failure and a disgrace to the 
country. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said it was satisfactory 
to note that whatever criticisms of an 
adverse character had been made in 
the cause of this debate they had been 
made with moderation, and _ those 
criticisms had been directed more 
against the details of this proposal than 
against the principle of it. The hon. 
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Member for Islington had asked why 
public competition had not been 
nvited? The answer to that question 
was that it was not a case in which 
competition could be applied, because 
there was only a very limited class of 
vessels that could give services of this 
nature, because the great bulk of their 
steamers were not vessels of that 
character. Only ships of great size 
and speed and coal capacity could 
perform the duties required under this 
agreement. He agreed with the 
remarks of the hon. Member opposite 
that this matter should not be looked 
at from sentimental considerations only. 
He did not wish to disparage the very 
important considerations brought for- 
ward by his hon. friend the Member 
for Shipley. He agreed with him that 
this company had refused to fall in 
with the American combination and 
had stood out although sorely tempted. 
It was desirable in the interests of the 
country that they should be able to 
secure the very best steamers to carry 
the mails in time of peace and to act as 
auxiliaries to the Navy in time of war. 
The Government by this proposal had 
undertaken to give employment to the 
vessels belonging to the companies 
ineluded in the International Mercantile 
Marine Company. The companies, on 
the other hand, had contracted that 
these vessels should remain British as 
regarded register, their officers and 
a proportion of the crew. He thought 
that was a very fair bargain. 

The necessity forthe Cunard agreement 
arose from the fact that the time had 
arrived when the very swiftest steamers, 
the finest patterns of naval architecture, 
were no longer to be found under the 
British flag. That was simply because 
they could not be built on commercial 
lines. That had been shown by the 
Report of the Subsidies Committee, and 
also by the Report of the Cruisers 
Committee. The increase of cost in 
providing each additional knot of speed 
had greatly increased out of proportion to 
the cost of the previous speeds, and on 
that account the figures mounted up to 
such a point that these vessels were so 
costly to build and maintain that they 
could not be run for commercial purposes. 


‘That was the reason why our shipowners 


had not built them. Did they think the 





Cunard Company and the White Star 
Line would have allowed the blue riband 
of the Atlantic to be wrested from their 
hands if they had been able to provide 
these vessels? That could not be done, 
and if the Government wanted these 
vessels for national purposes they must 
either build them themselves or else assist 
the shipowners to provide them. Sup- 
posing we did not provide them our- 
selves, we should have to depend upon 
foreigners to carry our mails, and we 
had not fallen so low as that yet. In 
time of war the position would be more 
serious, as if we had not. the quickest 
ships in the world that would be a 
menace to British commerce. These 
foreign ships of higher speed would prey 
upon our shipping. They would form 
links of communication between hostile 
fleets, and we would have nothing to 
place against them. Therefore the vessels 
of exceptional speed which it was pro- 
posed to build under this agreement were 
of the greatest importance, from the naval 
point of view, as scouts and means of 
communication between different fleets. 
We got these vessels by this arrangement 
on very moderate terms. If the country 
had to provide them as part of the Navy, 
the country would have to pay the cost of 
building them and of maintaining them, 
and probably maintaining them doing 
nothing. Whereas, under the agreement 
the country really got them for nothing. 
They were provited really without cost 
to the Government [OPPOSITION Cries 
of ‘‘Oh!’’] because the Government 
advanced a loan, and that loan would be 
paid off. 


Mr. LOUGH: And the subsidy ! 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 
would nowdeal with the subsidy, which he 
thought was misnar ed. This £150,000 
paid by the Government was compensa- 
tion for the loss necessarily incurred in 
working these vessels on commercial lines. 
That was shown in the Report of the 
Cruisers Committee, which showed that 
a speed of between twenty-four and 
twenty-five knots would involve a loss 
per annum of something like £125,000, 
or for the two vessels £250,000, a year 
by working them on commercial lines. 
Against that loss the Government paid 
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the Cunard Company £150,000 on the 
two vessels, Therefore, he said this 
subsidy was to make up the loss which 
was necessarily to be incurred in running 
these vessels, which were built of excep- 
tional speed for Government and national 
purposes. That, he contended, was a 
very good arrangement, but he could not 
say it was a profitable arrangement for 
the Cunard Company. It was quite 
possible a loss might be incurred in 
running the vessels at a high speed. 
What did the Cunard Company give in 
return’? Inthe first place, they guaran- 
teed the British character of these vessels. 
The shares were to be British, the 
directors British, and the principal 
officers, the master-engineers, and three- 
fourths of the crews were to be British 
subjects, while half of the crew were to 
belong to the Naval Reserve. They placed 
the whole of their fleet at the service of 
the Government to buy or hire, and they 
agreed not to hire or sell any vessels of 
their fleet without the previous consent 
of the Government, and they gave the 
Government a controlling interest in all 
mattersaffecting thisagreement. Thecom- 
pany virtually surrendered its independ- 
ence and became virtually a State concern. 
They had resisted the temptation to throw 
in their lot with the foreign combination. 
They had remained true and faithful 
to British interests and therefore he 
thought the agreement was profitable 
and for the benefit of the nation he 
hoped it would be profitable to the 
Cunard Company, and he hoped it would 
be unanimously approved by the House. 


*Mr. REA (Gloucester) said the hon. 
Member for Islington’s Amendment was 
directed to the absence of competition for 
this contract which the Government had 
made, but the Government were not to 
be blamed for that. The area of competi- 
tion was extremeiy limited. There were 
no ships engaged in any trade in the world 
which were capable of performing the 
services which the Admiralty required ex- 
cept those engaged in this particular trade. 
Therefore the area of competition was 
confined to the Cunard Company and the 
International Combine ; the Government 
had made a bargain with each of these 
companies. Another reason why the 


ships in this particular trade should be 
preferred to any others for the service of 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 
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the Admiralty was the fact that they 
were more available in time of war, 
for they were always at work and 
always to hand. He would give as an 
instance the rapidity with which the 
United States had prepared four ships 
for sea in the Spanish American war. 
Those vessels at the time the war broke 
out were engaged in this particular trade 
between Southampton and New York. 
On the 13th and 14th of April, 1898 
the United States requisitioned those 
steamers and one day later two of them 
sailed from Southampton, having aban- 
doned all their contracts, and eleven 
days after that they were coaled, armed, 
and manned, and ready for use in New 
York. They were ready just in time 
to enable General Miles to take his army 
at the moment when he required it, and 
this prompt action did much toward the 
speedy settlement of the war. Not only 
this, but these very vessels discovered 
the position of the Spanish Fleet, when 
all the world was wondering where 
Admiral Cervera was. There was no 
doubt about it that the services which 
those mercantile cruisers rendered during 
that war were of inestimable value. The 
question in regard to this proposal made 
by the Government was whether they 
were paying too much. There was no 
doubt that the House must be convinced 
that steamers of this character could 
not be run upon commercial lines. He 
believed it was a fact that the amounts 
to be paid under this agreement were 
arrived at before the Report of the Mixed 
Commission was issued, and that Report 
was a striking confirmation of the 
arrangement made under this agreement. 
The price estimated by that Commission 
for vessels to run between twenty-four 
and twenty-five knots per hour was 
£130,000 or £260,000 for two steamers. 
That Report was based on a ten years 
agreement, but this agreement was for 
twenty years. Taking into account the 
actual valuation and estimates made by 
this Commission and the bargain made 
by the Government, he really did not 
think that the Cunard Company had 
very much to congratulate themselves 
upon. On the whole he was inclined to 
congratulate the Cunard Company more 
upon their courage in undertaking this 
contract than upon their luck in getting 
It. 
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Then there was the question of the 
other agreement with the International 
Company. He was aware that the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn and others 
thought the Government had not been 
dealing with the right people in negoti- 
ating witha foreign firm under the 
cover of the British flag, under which 
they could work their steamers at 
20 per cent. less cost than under 
the American flag, but he forgot to say 
they could be worked for 10 per cent. less 
still under the Belgian o1 a Scandinavian 
flag. These ships had English managing 
owners, men of the highest standing and 
ability, and they were responsible to 
British law. It was quite true that the 
shares in this company were all owned 
by another organisation registered at 
New Jersey in the United States, but the 
ultimate ownership of the company was 
international. He remembered that he 
made a statement in this House last year 
that the preponderance of the ownership 
of this company was American. He made 
a mistake on that occasion. At that 
time the preponderance was British, and 
he believed that the proportion had not 
very much varied between that time and 
this. The ships were British built in 
British yards, they employed British 
labour, and they were repaired by British 
labour. Their captains, officers, engineers 
and crew were British. Many of the 
men belonged to the Royal Navy 
Reserve and were available for every 
service. The United States’ share in 
the international arrangement was 
simply that they got their dividends 
when earned. The designers of this 
international combination were accused 
of two things. They were accused of 
being cosmopolitan capitalists, and they 
were accused of being conspirators 
against British supremacy on the ocean 
in the interests of the United States. 
He would ask whether it was impossible 
to believe that the gentlemen who after 
very long consideration had joined in in- 
ternational co-operation rather than in in- 
ternational competition, were animated by 
larger ideas. No doubt they had ideas 
of dividends, but was it not possible to 
believe that they thought of political and 
He should like to 
quote the words of an American Civil 


Servant. In his last annual report the 





Commissioner of Navigation for the 
United States said :— 

‘‘ The organisation of a steamship alliance of 
such magnitude, international in character as 
well as in name—for the vessels will be under 
the American, British, German, Belgian, and 
possibly other flags—is a matter of public 
concern both in the United States and abroad. 
In the event of war, especially one in which 
the United States is not a party, it suggests 
unusual possibilities. A war involving Great 
Britain with a Continental maritime power 
would imperil much American property at sea 
under the British flag. A war between the 
United States and Great Britain might place 
our warships in the singular position of 
capturing as prizes of war British steamers 
in which our own capital was heavily invested.’ 


But he goes on to say— 


‘*Contingencies of war are remote, and for 
manifest reasons, this steamship alliance will 
become an agency for the preservation of the 
peace of nations.” 


He confessed that he approved of the 
arrangement the Government had made 
with the Cunard Company. He believed 
it would restore our supremacy on the 
Atlantic Ocean, but he did not the less 
congratulate them for having risen 
superior to the prejudice which found 
strong expression las year, and having 
taken a course which he believed was 
necessary to stamp on this steamship 
combination a genuine international 
character—a character which he believed 
was sought by its promoters. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 
said the hon. Membcrstor Gateshead, Ship- 
ley and Gloucester had admirably revie wed 
the financial aspect of the agreement 
the Government had made. He desired 
for his part to cordially congratulate 
the Government upon this agreement. 
He did not do so as a blind adherent 
of the Government. He thought the 
House would give him credit for that. 
He thought that the Government rose 
to the occasion when last year the 
country was in a state of panic with 
regard to the Morgan eombine, and 
dealt with the situation in a level-headed 
and satisfactory way, No doubt com- 
paratively little notice had been taken 
of this agreement by the public, and he 
thought that was really a matter of 
praise. It showed that the country was 
content with it, and he believed that 
the panic which existed at the time 
had largely subsided because of the 








agreement that had been made. Nobody 
could deny that a panic did exist, and 
he thought it would be worth while 
to read to the House one or two state- 
ments made at the time the combine 
took place. Referring to the Morgan 
combine one journal said— 


“A cursory examination of these instructive 
covenants leaves a distinctly unpleasant im- 
pression on the mind... . We have been 
told that there need be no question of the 
transfer of our great passenger fleets to foreign 
ownership and control.... But a mere 
recital of the leading provisions of the agree- 
ment will show that there is abundant ground 
for the anxiety which has found expression 
since the first rumours of the proposed amal- 
gamation were published.” 


A letter mentioned in that article 
to justify the language used, was 
written at that time by Messrs J. P. 
Morgan and Co., and stated that in 
their opinion it might be an essential 
condition to the completion of the con- 
tract between themselves and tle various 
shipping companies forming the com- 
bine that the majority of the shares of 
the new corporation should at the out- 
set be held in America. Then the 
article said :— 


“If this proceeding passes unchallenged, we 
may find in the course of a few years that 
nearly all the swift steamers on which we 
rely as auxiliaries to the Royal Navy in case 
of emergency have passed under foreign domi- 
nation. We cannot say that the danger is 
altogether imaginary, or that, in the light of 
this audacious enterprise, we are conjuring up 
visionary terrors. ‘The publication of the con- 
tract seems at any rate to render it imperative 
that the Government should let us know what 
action they propose to take in a matter of such 
vital importance to our national existence.” 


That was published in a leading article 
in the Standard of 9th May, 1902. The 
hon. Mem berfor West Islington had moved 
an Amendment which suggested that 
the Government ought to have asked for 
competition in this matter, and ought 
not at once to have fallen into the hands 
of the Cunard Company. He thought the 
hon. Member for Gloucester had answered 
that objection when he said that the 
Cunard Company only had the vessels 
which the Government were in need of. 
The essence of the solution of this matter 
was promptness ; and if the Government 
had invited tenders, the House might 
not even now be discussing the agreement 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil, 
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before it, nor was there any guarantee 
that the Cunard Company would not have 
joined the combine. It was true that 
they held out up to the time that His 
Majesty’s Government approached them, 
but if there had been delay through 
asking for tenders, it was quite possible 
that the Cunard Company which was 
the one company that could stand up 
against the Morgan Combine, would 
have gone over to it, and then it would 
have been no longer possible to negotiate 


with them. Now even the British 
Morgan Companies remained under 


British control, in consideration of 
their being treated in all respects like 
British Companies, entitled to future 
lenefits, and what to his mind was 
quite as important, bound by future 
reegulations, 


The agreement entered into with the 
Cunard Company was essentially an 
Admiralty agreement except as regards 
Part 2 which dealt with the mails. 
The Admiralty believed that it was more 
economical to subsidise swift merchant 
steamers than to build naval ships, and 
as these two vessels, which were to be 
capable of steaming 24} knots, were 
required for the Navy, he thought that 
the subsidy of £150,000 a year was not 
excessive. It was necessary to remember 
that these ships would not have been 
guilt without a subsidy ; that they would 
be essentially British ships, built in 
British yards, and manned as far as 
possible by British crews, and that they, 
as well as the other Cunard ships, were 
to be placed at the disposal of the 
Government for purchase or 
This might involve some disorganisation 
in the business of the Cunard Company, 
for which he thought it was reasonable 
that they should be paid as proposed. 
This was a subsidy for services rendered. 
The hon. Member for West Islington 
was mistaken in alleging that the 
Steamship Subsidies Committee had 
disapproved the granting of a subsidy 
of this character. 


the paragraph to which the hon. 
Member referred was the one that 
said— 


‘“Your Committee after due consideration, 
is of opinion that the principle of subsidies by, 
or for the Admiralty is only jastified foy 
obtaining a limited number of vessels of the 


hire. | 
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highest speed and great coal endurance among 
the mercantile marine, built according to 
Admiralty requirements, for purposes of 
National Defence.” 

The Committee there expressly said 
that, if the Admiralty thought fit, a 
subsidy to obtain a limited number of 
these vessels was justified, and if the 
hon. Member wished to know what 
number, he wou'd refer him to Lord 
Charles Beresford’s evidence before the 
Committee, where the numbers 4, 6, or 
8 were specifically laid down. 


He thought the Government in the 
agreement had adhered to the lines of the 
Report of the Subsidies Committee, and it 
was because the agreement was parallel 
with that Report that he desired to con- 
gratulate the Government. He would 
mention a few of the points in which 
the agreement and the Report coincided. 
Firstly, on the question of speed. 
The Subsidies Committee Report said— 

‘Every effort should be made to maintain 

the pre-eminence of British Lines... ., . 
As far as possible a condition should be 
attached to every British postal subsidy that 
the speed of the ships employed shall equal the 
highest speed of foreign mail ships trading on 
the same routes.” 
They could not get ships of 243 knots 
speed built unless they gave a large sum 
of money, fir it was well known that 
after a certain speed according to the 
build of a vessel the cost of every 
additional knot is enormously dispro- 
portionate to the cost of the last. 
In support of this contention he might 
quote the words of Lord Brassey before 
the Subsidies Committee. He would be 
considered by every Member of the House 
a naval expert. He said— 

“Out of eleven ships of over twenty knots 
speed built since 1895, there is only one, the 
“Oceanic ” which plies under the British flag.” 

‘*T think they have four very fast vessels, 
the ‘Etruria,’ the ‘Umbria,’ the ‘ Lucania’ 
andthe ‘Campania.’ For mercantile purposes 
it does not pay to build faster ships, and there- 
fore if you want that speed in your auxiliaries 
you have to pay for it.’ 

In another respect the agreement ran on 
parallel lines with the Subsidies Report, 
because the plans were to be submitted to 
the Admiralty andtheships wereto be built 
according to Admiralty requirements. 
The Subsidies Committee were strongly 
impressed also with the necessity of the 
Government having the right of pre- 
emption and that had _ been closely 





attended to throughout the agreement 
with the Cunard Company. Two of 
the provisions provided against the 
undue raising of freights, and the 
giving of undue preference. Those were 
both to his mind very valuable and im- 
portant provisions, but he was not quite 
sure that the clauses in which they were 
embodied were really sufticient for their 
purpose. The Government spoke of 
unduly raising freights and of undue 
preference, but who was to decide what 
was “ undue,” and by what means were 
they to have that decision brought into 
effect. There was no special provision 
for arbitration. He imagined that 
arbitration would be the most convenient 
means of getting the matter decided. 


THe PRESIDENT or tar BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALrovr, Leeds, 
Central) said arbitration was provided 
for. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL said he was 
glad to hear that, but even so he did not 
think the arbitrator would be able to give 
compensation to a third party who had 
been unduly charged. The most the 
arbitrator could do would beto prevent, in 
future,the parties from suffering by unduly 
high rates and freights or undue pre- 


ference. For himself he should have 
preferred that the decision of such 
matters should be entrusted to the 


Railway and Canal Commissioners. but 
no doubt this conld not bedone without 
legislation. He did not think it could 
be denied that the insertion of a 
clause of this kind imported into an 
Admiralty contract a commercial aspect. 
He did not object, indeed he approved cf 
it, but he knew that there were hon. 
Members who were very much afraid 
that subsidies would be paid for 
commercial purposes and not merely for 
aval or postal purposes. His answ:r to 
them was that he did not think it could be 
omg avoided. Asa post office witness, 
Mr. Buxton Forman had said before the 
Subsidies Committee, subsidised postal 
services are co-existent and co-extensive 
with a great commercial traffic, and 
follow its lines almost as a matter of 
course. He was very glad also that 
the Governm nt had decided that no 
foreigner should own Cunard shares. 
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It was rather difficult to establish 
or carry out that condition, as an un- 
patriotic British nominee of a foreigner, 
who registered the foreigner’s shares in 
his own name, was not always easily 
discoverable, and he had some doubts as 
to whether the condition about the selling 
of shares at market price would do all 
that was required. At the same time 
he did not think the Government could 
have taken better precautions, and he 
entirely approved of Sub-section 3, of 
Section 1 of the second Schedule which 
dealt with this matter. All things ‘con- 
sidered he believed that this agreement 
would clearly result to the public 
benefit. 


*THe SECRETARY to tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteER, Bel- 
fast, W.) said that the Government had 
reason to congratulate themselves on 
the chorus of approbation with which 
the agreements had been greeted. He 
had listened attentively to all that 
had been said, and only two dissentient 
voices had been heard—those of the 
hon. Members for Dundee and West 
Islington. The Amendment moved 
by the latter Gentleman had _ been 
merged into the main discussion. He 
had been particularly glad to notice 
that the hon. Member for Dundee had 
accepted the agreement in principle, and 
only challenged certain details. The fact 
that the agreements had thus been 
accepted in principle by the House of 
Commons carried them a considerable 
way forward, and released him from 
the necessity of dealing at any great 
length with the questions of principle 
involved. The hon. Member for West 
Islington asked why it was that the 
agreement was made with the Cunard 
Company. Several sufficient answers 
had already been given to that Question, 
and he would supplement them with 
another. It was perfectly clear that the 
selection was limited to the great Atlantic 
lines by circumstances over which the 
Admiralty had no control, as it was 
absolutely necessary to have the service 
of ‘ships of high speed, and their con- 
sequent size and draught would prevent 
their passage through the Suez Canal. 
It was therefore necessary forthe Govern- 
ment to enter into the agreement with a 
company whose vessels were not required 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 
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to pass through the Suez Canal. The 
hon. Member for Dundee spoke as if 
this was a new departure. He did not 
think that it was a new departure; it 
was only an extension on better lines 
of a policy which had been carried out 
for years. When the principle of 
subsidies was first adopted, the 
Admiralty obtained good value for 
the subsidies, because they got ships that 
could do something which no ships then in 
the Royal Navy could do. That advan- 
tage ceased, and it became not worth 
while to continue the subsidies in those 
particular instances. But now again 
the Admiralty had secured vessels for the 
performance of services that could not 
be rendered with equal advantage by the 
Royal Navy. The Admiralty could, no 
doubt, build ships of equal speed as well 
as anybody else, but by this agreement 
they would obtain the fast cruisers they 
required at much less cost. There was 
no reason why these ships, armed with 
modern weapons and carrying an enor- 
mous coal supply, should not keep the 
sea for an indefinite time, eluding every 
vessel they desired to escape, and over- 
taking any vessel which they desired to 
engage. He would like to ask the «ues- 
tion: What would bethe position « tie 
Admiralty and of the country if, ina naval 
war, no vessel carrying the British flag 
could cope with merchant cruisers such as 
those we might find employed against 
us? The Admiralty had to consider the 
cheapest and most efficient method of 
meeting this menace—for menace it 
must be considered—and they took 
advantage of the existence of the great 
mercantile lines and by co operating with 
other Departments, anxious for national 
reasons to restore the prestige of the 
British Mercantile Marine in the Atlantic, 
they took the opportunity of providing 
themselves with fast cruisers ready 
for service in time of war. If the 
Admiralty had themselves built cruisers 
at a cost of £1,000,000 or £1,250,000, 
they would have had to provide these 
cruisers with crews, and to pay all the 
expenses of repairs; but under this 
arrangement nine-tenths of the cost 
was borne commercially, and the re- 
maining tenth was a military con- 
tribution. That was a thoroughly sound 
business transaction. He had always 
maintained that they ought not to 
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obtain money from the Navy Estimates 
for anything they could obtain commer- 
cially. As to the speeds in the Atlantic 
trade, he would point out that one of the 
foreign lines ran steamers at an annual 
subsidy of £280,000 a year, and these 
ships could not be run commercially at 
a profit. 


Some remarks had been made as to 
the rates to be paid for these ships; but 
he maintained that the rates were 
moderate and reasonable. There was 
evidence of that. During the South 
African war it was found that, apart 
from the subsidy agreements, the rates 
tor the ships, they had been compelled 
to take up, were higher than those they 
were paying under this arrangement. 
The hon. Member for West Islington 
recommended that the Admiralty should 
wait till the emergency arose. On the 
contrary, he thought that the House 
was convinced that it was the poorest 
kind of economy, and the greatest 
extravagance, to wait until the emer- 
gency arose before making preparations. 
He should like to say a word in regard 
to the very reasonable criticism of the 
hon. Member for Gateshead, who said 
that the Admiralty should make sure 
that they got value for their money in 
the matter of high speed. He agreed 
that this should beso. It was absolutely 
essential, in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment, that these ships should possess 
the speed contracted for, and they had 
taken every reasonable precaution to 
secure that result. There was a clause 
in the agreement requiring 4 minimum 
of twenty-three and a-half knots in 
moderate weather. This was an impor- 
tant provision, for it meant that the 
moment the speed fell below that stand- 
ard, there was a proportionate reduction 
of the subsidy. He thought that the 
Board of Trade, who had negotiated 
this agreement, were to be congratulated 
upon making it, because the criticisms 
had been directed more to what was 
called the military side of it than 
against the business side, which, after all, 
was the most important aspect of it. | 
He held that the agreements had 
carried the general assent of the House 
and the country. It had been said that 
the agreements were the outcome of 
panic. That .was a most unreasonable 





observation. It was because of the 


manner in which those two agreements 
had been drawn up that the dangers 
which gave rise to panic had to a large 
extent passed away. By these agree- 
ments there was reason to believe that 
the Government had fully secured the 
perpetuation of that supremacy on the 
Atlantic to which they attached so much 
importance. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said that there was no 
use flogging a dead horse for the 
House had made up its mind as to 
general acquiescence in these agree- 
ments. He, however, wished once more 
to enter his protest against the policy of 
subsidies. He might be tempted to 
follow many of the arguments used in 
their favour, but having regard to the 
time of the House he would not 
do so. This, however, he would say: 
that he was satisfied in his own mind 
that the Admiralty had not really con- 
sidered fullythe whole problem of the pro- 
tection of our commerce in time of war. 
The strategical distribution of ships 
rather than fast armed merchant 
Steamers would accomplish the object 
far better. His fear was that this was 
another beginning of a policy which 
he had hoped was abandoned, and 
he looked upon it as a policy which 
would not stand the test of scientific 
examination. He would ask one definite 
question: Would it be possible, in the 
event of war, for this company to refuse 
to carry the mails despite the present 
subsidy in view of the additional risks 
which would be incurred ? 


Mr. BRYCE(Aberdeen, 8.) said that this 
question had been debated with a great deal 
of knowledge on both sides of the House. 
It had two aspects—the commercial and 
the naval; and the naval aspect had 
been predominant during the debate. 
It must be admitted that this agreement 
was the result of what he must still call 
the panic of last year, caused by the 
great Morgan syndicate. Was there 
any cause for that alarm? The com- 
bination was not formed with any pur- 
pose of challenging our supremacy. It 
was a purely commercial operation, 
undertaken for purely commercial 
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reasons, with no anti-British object. 
These commercial motives did not seem 
to have been so successful as had been 
anticipated. As to subsidies, he must 
enter his protest against anything in 
the nature of subsidies, and he joined 
the hon. Member for Dundee in asking 
whether this agreement was only the 
beginning of a new policy? A_ sub- 
sidy could only be justified where 
it was not a subsidy—that is to say, 
where it was payment for direct value 
received. Subsidies were interminable, 
because, once begun, it was impossible 
to say when they would stop; they 
were unfair to the unsubsidised 
steamers; they gave rise to lobbying, 
and to thé intrusion of private in- 
fluences into the political sphere; and 
they provoked counter subsidies in 
other countries. If this country began 
to give subsidies, it was perfectly cer- 
tain that the United States would beat 
us at it, and that Congress would recall 
that policy which it had been inclined 
to drop. But this present case was not 
an ordinary subsidy. It was rather a 
bargain for certain naval purposes. As 
to the value of those purposes, there 
were certain aspects of the question 
which seemed to suggest that we had 
not made a good bargain. There was a 
case for having very swift vessels ; but 
it was not proved that it was necessary 
to have such veesels in the form of 
mercantile cruisers. It was not proved 
that the necessary speed could not be 
obtained with smaller vessels built 
expressly for the purpose, which might 
be more effective as scouts carrying 
guns, and which possibly would be able 
to keep the sea, if not for so long a time, 
still for as long a time as there was 
likely to be any actual necessity for. 
Such vessels could be built for them at 
far less cost than these two great vessels. 
He thought they ought to have more 
evidence given to the House to satisfy 
them that this was a good bargain. As 
to making preparations be‘orehand, was 
it not notorious in the South African 
war that the chartering of vessels had 
been undertaken with an extreme want 
of business tact? This charge was a 
heavy addition to the naval budget. 
But he supposed it would be contended 
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that, on the whole, the arrangement 
was advantageous. No doubt it would 
be said that the cost of maintaining the 
vessels in efficiency would be a large 
item. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
what we now paid for the two vessels 
was less than half the cost of a third- 
class crusier. 


Mr. BRYCEsaid that, whilst agreeing 
that vessels of a high speed were needed, 
he did not think the arguments which 
the Government had presented con- 
clusively showed that the object desired 
could not have been more economically 
obtained. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said he had had a good deal of 
experience in regard to these questions, 
and he felt perfectly convinced that in 
this matter the Government had made 
a thoroughly good, business-like — 
as far as the Admiralty and the Post 
Office were concerned. Whether the 
Cunard Company had made a good 
bargain for themselves was very question- 
able indeed, and if they did not take 
great care those ships would ruin them. 
[Opposition cries of ‘Oh oh.”] The 
cost of running such ships had in no way 
been exaggerated. Quite recently he had 
been in communication with the Canadian 
Government in respect to the fast postal 
service which they desired, he found that 
as yet that Government had received no 
acceptable offer. They had received 
only :wo offers from the outside public 
for a service much inferior to that which 
the British Government would get 
under these agreements, and these were 
one for £300,000 a year and the other 
for £200,000 a year. It was not an easy 
matter to get competition in regard to 
these vessels, because the people did not 
exist who were willing to undertake such 
a service for any sum approaching the 





| excellent and good terms which the 
‘Government had made with the Cunard 
Company. Even if the Admiralty had 


got ships of their own they could not 
run them year in and year out during 
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the winter and summer. As regarded 
personnel that was @ very valuable 
service which they got from the Cunard 
Company, and they could not get that 
servicein other ways. Ifthe Government 
had not taken these steps it was highly pro- 
bable that this company would have joined 
the great Shipping Combination which 
would have meant that the American 
railways would have controlled the whole 
of the Atlantic trade. If the Cunard 
Company had joined the Morgan com- 


been in the hands of the Americans. He 
thanked the Government for having had 
the common sense to deal with both the 
Cunard Company and the International 
Company in the way they had done, for 
by this action they had prevented the 
Americans obtaining control of the whole 
of the Atlantic trade. 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes 92; Noes, 





bination the whole trade 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Kt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir kdw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chainberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt.HnJ A( Wore) 
Charrin , Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Rt. Hn. SirJosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison ( York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Bell, Richard 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 








would have'18. 


AYES, 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line, 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, RK. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson,SirA. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Howard, Jno. (Kent, Faversham 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow: 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks,N.R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneaze 
er, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthnr, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


NOES. 


Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 





(Division List No. 262.) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham( Bute: 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon, W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrEC( Monaghan N 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland 


Hood and Mr. Anstruther 


Thomas, David A lfred( Merthyr 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Mr Lough and Mr. 
Henry J. Wilson 
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Resolved that the Agreement dated the 
30th day of July, 1903, entered into 
between His Majesty's Government and 
the Cunard Steamship Company, 
Limited, printed in Command Paper, 
No. 1703, and the Agreement dated the 
Ist day of August 1903, entered intd 
bet ween His Majesty’s Government ano 
the International 
Company and others, printed in Com- 
mand Paper, No. 1704, be approved. 


Mercantile Marine 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 


Motion made, Question proposed, 
“That further proceedings on the Port 
of London Bill be suspended till the next 
session of Parliament: That on any day 
in that session a Motion may be made, 
after notice, by a Minister of the Crown, 
to be decided without Amendment or 
Debate, that proceedings on that Bill may 
be resumed, and if that Motion is decided 
in the affirmative the said Bill, as reported 
from the Joint Committee, shall stand 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House in like manner as if the previous 
proceedings on the Bill or in relation 
thereto had taken place in that session in 
due compliance with all Standing Orders. 
That this Order be a Standing Order of 
the House.”— (Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
Hamlets, Poplar) said some explanation 


(Tower 


was due tothe House as to the treatment 
of a Bill of this importance by the Govern- 
ment, and he wished to know whether 
the Bill would be carried over to a new 
Parliament as well as to a new session. 
The leader of the House had treated the 
Bill ina cavalier way. The Bill affected 
the trade of London and private interests 
of great gravity : it raised questions 
which, once raised, ought to have been 
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settled in view of the trade interests 
affected. The Bill should never have 
been introduced unless it was seriously 
intended to carry it through. There 
was no responsibility 9n the Opposition 
side of the House for the failure to pass 
the Bill, because in order to facilitate its 
passage they had abstained from putting 
down many Amendments. The truth 
was that the Government had been 
intimidated by the City Corporation to 
put down a large{number of Amendments 
to the Bill, and in the circumstances it 
was impossible for the Bill to be carried 
at this late period of the session. 
London had always been treated with 
contempt and humiliation by the present 
Government, as for instance, in regard 
to the Water Board and Fducation Bills, 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.) said it was 
evident from the concluding sentence of 
the hon, Gentleman that the real object 
of his protest against the prudent and 
sensible course taken by the Government 
in regard to the Bill was to deliver an 
electioneering speech to the citizens ot 
London. He did not think it would do 
the hon. Gentleman much good. He 
would undertake to say that the present 
Government could show three great 
measures, to any one the hon. Gentleman 
could show, for the benefit of the toilers 
in this great central area. The hon. 
Gentleman, with unusual felicity, had 
answered his own speech. He had said 
that in the circumstances and under the 
pressure of public business at the end of 
the session no other course was open to 
the Government. That was a complete 
justification of the Motion before the 


House. 








1] 


op 
fot 
of 
en 
for 
sai 
Bil 
pre 
Bu 
Th 
of 
thi 
alt 
me 
mil 
Col 
poi 
the 
the 
ses: 
in j 
the 
pris 
reg 
was 
Cor 
tur 
had 
by | 
If i 
Bill 
pro 
sho 
He 
The 
Cou 
whe 


men 








nd 
ent 
an 
ot 
do 
He 
ent 
eat 
an 
lers 
on. 
had 
said 
the 
1 of 
1 to 


lete 
the 





1113 


*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) 
opposed the Motion. It was not necessary 
for him, as the representative of the City 
of London, to answer the unjust innu- 
endoes thrown out by the hon. Member 
The Prime Minister had 
said, in reply to a Question, that as the 


Port of 


for Poplar. 


Bill was a quasi-public Bill, it could 
properly be carried over to next session. 
But the Bill was purely a public Bill. 
The Bill was brought in by the President 
of the Board of Trade, was almost forced 
through this House on Second Reading 
alter a very short debate. it was im- 
mediately handed over to the Joint Com- 
The Chairman of that Joint 
Committee strained almost to breaking 


mittee. 


point his prerogative as chairman, with 
the view of getting the Bill reported to 
the House, so that it might pass this 
session. The Bill was very far-reaching 
in its influence. It effectually wiped out 
the docks of London as a private enter- 
prise, and it performed a similar act with 
regard to the Thames Conservancy. It 
was destruction to the Watermen’s 
Company, it involved very large expendi- 
ture, and none of the threatened interests 
had been permitted to defend themselves 
by evidence before the Joint Committee. 
If it was contended that it was a Private 
Bill 


proved. It was absolutely necessary it 


the preamble should have been 


should be discussed by the whole House. 
He had been amused by a letter in 
The Times from a member of the London 
County Council, which either showed 
what ignorance was displayed by some 
members of the Council, or was designed 
to throw dust in the eyes of the rate- 
This spoke of 
£2,500,000 being given by the London 
County Council as a free gift for the 
VOL. CXXVIL. [FourtH SERIEs. } 


payers. gentleman 
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benefit of the Port. 
fact. 
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That was not the 
The Council had no reserve to 
make free gifts of the kind, and the 
money would have to be found by the 
ratepayers. He objected to the Resolu- 
tion, and could not support it. This was 
not a quasi-private Bill but a Govern- 
ment Bill. What took place at the 
Joint Committee was simply to push the 
Bill through, to rush it as quickly as 
possible. The Prime Minister should at 
least allow the Resolution for recommit- 
ment standing in his hon. friend’s name, 
the Member for the City, and his own, to 
be properly debated when the Bill again 
came before the House. 


*Mr. REA (Gloucester) said the de- 
cision of the chairman to exclude the 
question of the purchase of the docks 
was unanimously approved by the Com- 
mittee on the ground that it was in 
the nature of a principle agreed to by 
the House on the Second Reading. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON asked 
whether the Bill was carried over for a 
session of this Parliament, or, in the 
event of a dissolution, to a new Parlia 


ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is quite 


irrespective of a dissolution. 


Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, 
(Walthamstow) asked whether, if the Bill 
was hung over till next session, the 
companies in the interval would be free 
to carry on their business just as if no 
Bill had been brought in, and to apply 
to Parliament for further monetary 


powers if they wished to do so, 
2Q 








1115 Adjournment 


Ordered, That further proceedings on 
the Port of London Bill be suspended 
till the next session of Parliament. 





Ordered, That on any day in that 
session a Motion may be made, after 
notice, by a Minister of the Crown, to be 
decided without Amendment or debate, 
that proceedings on that Bill may be 
resumed, and if that Motion is decided 
in the affirmative the said Bill, as reported 
from the Joint Committee,-shall stand 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House in like manner as if the previous 
proceedings on the Bill or in relation 
thereto had taken place in that session, 
after due compliance with all Standing 
Orders. 


Ordered, That this Order be a Stand- 
ing Order of the House.—(Mr. 4. J. 
Balfour.) 


REVENUE BILL. 
As amended, considered; Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


LICENSING ACTS (SCOTLAND) CON- 
SOLIDATION AND AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
moved, as a consequential Amendment, 
in page 5, line 22, after “‘appeal’’ to 
insert “and no other magistrate is 
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of the House. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
‘Tn page 5, line 22, after the word ‘appeal’ 
to insert the words ‘ and no other magistrate is 
available.’”--(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SPEAKER: There are a number 
of Amendments on the Paper and | 
understand there is no objection to any 
of them. If that is the case it would 
shorten matters if they were put in one 
Question. If, however, any hon. Member 
desires to speak upon any one of them 
that course will not be followed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
ask whether the Lord Advocate could 
assure the House that there was no 
substantial alteration in the Bill. 


*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said the 
Amendments involved substantial 
alteration, with one exception. By an 
Amendment introduced in this House, 
railway refreshment rooms were exempted 
from the Bill. It had been pointed out 
that that might allow them to be opened 
on Sundays, and an Amendment had been 
inserted in another place to prevent that, 


no 


Lords Amendments agreed to. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 28th day of July, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 13th August, 1903. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Auchterarder Town Council Order 
Confirmation Bill. Read 3* (according 
to Order), and passed. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3058. Portugal (Chinde). 

No. 3059. Turkey (Damascus). 

No, 3060. United States (Portland 
(Oregon) ).  * 

No. 3061. 

No. 3062. 

No. 3063. 

No. 3064. 
tugal). 

No. 3065. 


Brazil (Bahia). 

Russia (St. Petersburg). 
Zanzibar (Zanzibar). 
Portugal (Northern Por- 


France (Society Islands). 


EMISCELLANEOUS, No. 4. (1903.) 
" Correspondence respecting the applica- 
tion of the French Law of Association 
to institutions of British origin. 


AFRICA, No. 10. (1903.) 
{ Despatch from His Majesty’s Minister 
at Brussels respecting the Commission 
for the Protection of the Natives, in- 
sti uted by the Government of the In- 
dependent Congo State under the Decree 
of 18th September, 1896. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Report of the Board of Education, for 
the year 1902-1903. 


LUNACY (IRELAND). 
Fifty-second Report, with Appendices, 
of the Inspectors of Lunatics in Ireland, 
for the year 1902. 


LABOUR STATISTICS. 
Ninth Annual Abstract of Labour 
Statistics of the United Kingdom, 1901- 
1902. j 


“OPTIONS” AND “FUTURES” IN FOOD- 
STUFFS (LEGISLATION RESPECTING). 

Reports from the Canadian Govern- 
ment and from His Majesty’s repre- 
sentatives abroad on legislative measures 
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respecting gambling in “Option” and 
“Future” contracts as regards food- 
stuffs, 


veports, ete. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by the Light Railway 


Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade. 


I. Authorising the Construction of 
Light Railways in—The city of Glou- 
cester ; the parishes of Wotton St. Mary 
(Without), Barnwood, Hucclecote, and 
Brockworth, in the county of Gloucester. 


II. Amending the Callington Light 
Railway Order, 1900. 


III. Amending the West Manchester 
Light Railways Order, 1899, and author- 
ising the construction of additional 
light railways in the parish and urban 
district of Stretford, in the county oi 
Lancaster. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS 
LAND) ACT, 1881. 


Returns for the year 1901-1902. 


(SCOT- 


NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

Account of deposits in Naval Savings 
Banks and the payments thereof, and 
of interest thereon, of all investments 
under the Naval Savings Banks Act, 
1866, and the application of the interest 
or dividends accruing in respect thereof, 
and of the proceeds of any sale of any 
stocks, annuities, or securities during 
the financial year 1901-1902. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE (IRELAND) 
(PROBATE DIVISION). 
Accounts, for the year ended 31st 
December, 1902. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1870. 
Two Orders in Council of the 10th 
August, 1903, entitled “The Niger 
Navigation Order in Council, 1903,” 
and “The Niger Transit Order in 
Council, 1903.” 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
1865. 


Order in Council of the 10th August, 
1903, making rules and regulations for 
the dockyard port of Queenstown. 


2R 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Two Orders in Council of 10th August, 
1903, (a) varying the dues payable in 
respect of the Basses and Minicoy lights, 
and (>) confirming three Merchant 
Shipping Ordinances enacted by the 
(sovernor and Legislative Council of 
Hong Kong. 
MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, AND 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898. 


Order in Council of 10th August, 
1903, altering the scale of light dues 
set out in the Second Schedule to the 
Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine 
Fund) Act, 1898. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Aet), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


REVENUE BILL. 
Brought from the Commons. 


SHEEP SCAB BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN BILL. 
BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


MARINE STORE DEALERS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


LICENSING ACTS (SCOTLAND) CON- 
SOLIDATION AND AMENDMENT BILL. 

Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendments agreed to, with a 
consequentia! Amendment to the Bill. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS EXPENSES BILL. 
EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Read 2* (according to Order): Com- 
mittee negatived : Then (Standing Order 


No. XXXIX having been suspended), 
Bills read 3", and passed. 


POOR PRISONERS’ DEFENCE BILL. 

Read 2« (according to Order): Com- 
mittee negatived: Then (Standing Order 
No. XXXIX having been suspended), 
Bill read 3°; Amendments made; Bill 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
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and Venezuela. 


PATENT OFFICE (EXTENSION) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to Order), and 
passed. 


LICENSING ACTS (SCOTLAND) CON. 
SOLIDATION AND AMENDMENT BILL. 
Commons consequential Amendment 
considered (on Motion), and agreed to. 
REVENUE BILL. 

Read 1%: Then (Standing Order No. 
XXXIX having been suspended), read 
2.: Committee negatived: Bill read 3+, 
and passed. 


MACEDONIA, CHINA, 
VENEZUELA. 

* Ear SPENCER: My Lords, seeing 
the noble Marquess, the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs in his place, | 
beg to ask him a series of Questions, of 
which I have given him private notice. 
The first refers to Macedonia. I think 
everyone must regret to see in the news- 
papers that the state of things in Mace- 
donia seems now worse than when the 
last conversation about them took place 
in this House. I hope the noble Mar- 
quess will be able to give us some assur- 
ance with regard to that country, and 
will also explain the attitude which His 
Majesty’s Government has taken in 
regard to the grave state of affairs which 
prevails there—a state of affairs which, 
I am afraid, shows that the arrangements 
proposed by the Austrian and Russian 
Governments have not succeeded in re 
storing contentment and happiness to the 
people. The second Question is with 
regard to China. We do not know 
whether the reports are true which have 
appeared in the newspapers, but we have 
during the last few weeks repeatedly 
seen accounts of disputes between the 
powers at Shanghai and the Chinese 
Government, in regard to certain Chinese 
connected, I believe, with the Press, who 
have been tried for alleged sedition. We 
understand from the public Press that 
there has been a demand for these men 
to be given up to the Chinese Govern 
ment at Peking, or its representatives. | 
should like to know from the noble 
Marquess what has taken place with 
regard to that, and what line His 
Majesty’s Government has taken. The 
third Question which I have to put to 
the noble Marquess is with regard to 
Venezuela. According to the protocol 
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Macedonia, China, 


made at the time !of the dispute which 
took place with regard to Venezuela, 
certain matters were to be referred to the 
tribunal at the Hague, among them 
being the question whether the money to 
be paid by Venezuela in satisfaction of 
the various claims against her, was to be 
paid preferentially to Great Britain, 
Germany, and Italy, or equally between 
all the creditors of Venezuela. I wish 
to know whether the proposal included 


in the protocol has been carried 
out, to the effect that these 
matters should be referred to the 


tribunal at the Hague, and that the 
Czar of Russia should name the three 
Commissioners to form that tribunal. 
If this has not been carried out, I should 
be glad if the noble Marquess would in- 
form us why it has not been done. _ Per- 
haps I had better read the Questions 
which I desire to put to the noble Mar- 
quess. They are: (1) whether he can 
give the House any information as to 
the position of affairs in Macedonia, and 
the attitude of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in relation to the state of things in 
that country ; (2) as to the question of 
giving up certain Chinese journalists who 
have been tried, or are still under trial, 
at Shanghai, to the Chinese Government 
at Peking, or to its representatives ; and 
(3) as to what steps have been taken to 
carry out the engagements of the protocol 
of 7th May, made between Great Britain 
and Venezuela for the appointment of 
three persons, to form a tribunal under 
The Hague Convention, to determine 
whether the money to be paid by Vene- 
zuela, in satisfaction of the various claims 
against her, is to be paid preferentially to 
Great Britain, Germany, and Italy, or 
equally between all the creditors of Vene- 
zuela ; whether the Emperor of Russia 
has been asked by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to appoint the three persons, and, if 
this has not been done, why not ? 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I am afraid I 
cannot add very much to the information 
which is, no doubt, already in the pos- 
session of the noble Earl with regard to 
affairs in the Balkan Peninsula. We all 
hoped that the insurrectionary movement 
which prevailed in that part of Europe 
during the spring had permanently abated, 


and that it would become possible to intro- ' 
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duce into that country the reforms of 
which it stands so much in need. That 
hope has, unfortunately, been dis- 
appointed, and we are aware that a very 
serious recrudescence of the trouble has 
recently taken place, mainly, I am afraid, 
owing to the increased activity of the 
Bulgarian revoutionary bands. The 
noble Ear] desires to be informed of the 
attitude of His Majesty’s Government 
with regard to this matter. The noble 
Earl will recollect that in the spring we 
readily admitted the claim of Austria- 
Hungary and Russia to deal with this 
question, and to propose measures of re- 
form for Macedonia. We gladly sup- 
porte.l the proposals of the two Govern- 
ments, although we made reservations 
in case these measures should fail 
of success. If they have failed, I 
do not know that we can be very greatly 
surprised ; because it would be almost 
too much to hope that the introduction of 
reforms would be possible during such a 
period of unrest as that through which 
these provinces have lately been passing. 


und Venezuela. 


We have recognised that, if it was the 
duty of the Turkish Goverment, on the 
one hand, to take energetic measures for 
the suppression of these disorders, it was 
also their duty to restrain their troops 
from excesses, and to use their in- 
fluence over the Mussulman population 
with the same object. Advice of that 
kind has constantly been given to the 
Turkish Government by our Ambassador, 
Sir Nicholas O’Conor, and we have every 
reason to believe that it has been taken 
to heart. We have received during the 
last two or three days a circular com- 
munication from the Turkish Government, 
in which they announce that considerable 
progress has been made in the execution 
of the scheme of reforms; that punish- 
ments by imprisonment and degradation 
have been inflicted on the soldiers who 
committed excesses at Komanoff, Matzoff, 
and Smirdesk, and ‘on the officers who 
failed to restrain them; that Courts- 
martial have also been instituted at 
Uskub, Monastir, and other places in 
these vilayets for the trial and punish- 
ment of similar offenders, and that 
several civil officials, of whom the 
Ambassadors have complained as failing 
in their duty, have jbeen suspended and 
recalled. Sir Nicholas O’Conor tele 
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graphed to me on the 4th inst. that two 
military commissions were inquiring 


into the charges which had been made 
against the Turkish authorities; and on 
the 9th inst. he informed me that he was 
confident that all the authority of the 
Turkish Government would be used to 
prevent excesses, to the danger of which, 
he said, the Turkish Government were 
fully alive. We shall continue to watch 
these events with anxious attention, 
and we shall do our best, so far as our 
opportunities permit, to mitigate these 
troubles. 


The second Question which the noble 
Karl asked me had reference to the case 
of some Chinese journalists who have 
been imprisoned at Shanghai. These 
persons were accused of publishing state- 
ments of an inflammatory kind in a local 
newspaper ; and I am bound to say that 
these statements, translations of which I 
have seen, were of a most violent and in- 
cendiary description. These men were 
arrested by the municipal authorities at 
Shanghai at the instance of the Chinese 
Taotai, and upon the assurance that they 
should be tried and punished by the 
mixed Court in the European settlement 
at Shanghai. Two of the men pleaded 
guilty ; and we consider that we are 
morally bound, in consequence of the 
circumstances under which that plea 
was entered, to insist that the pledge 
that was given by the Chinese 
official should be carried out. The 
Chinese Government has applied for 
their surrender; but holding the 
views which we hold, we thought it 
desirable to instruct our Chargé d’A ffaires 
that he was to refusethe demand. There 
is some doubt as to the opinion of the 
consular body at Shanghai, but we know 
that we do not stand alone in holding 
that the men ought not to be sur- 
rendered. Your Lordships probably 
noticed a terrible account of the manner 
in which a Chinaman was executed the 
other day at Peking, in circumstances of 
horrible barbarity ; and we feel that in 
such a case as that which we are dis- 
cussing, it would be impossible for us to 
be parties to the surrender of these ac- 
cused persons to Chinese justice. We do 
not think the case one in which the 
opinion of the majority of the consular 
body ought {necessarily to be allowed to 
prevail, 

The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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The third Question of the noble Earl 
has reference to the Venezuelan arbitra- 
tion. The facts are as follows :—By the 
protocol signed on 13th February last, be- 
tween Great Britain and Venezuela, it 
was agreed that any question as to the 
distribution of the Customs revenues 
assigned for the satisfaction of the British 
claims, and as to the rights of Great 
Britain, Germany, and Italy to a separate 
settlement of their claims, should be de- 
termined, in default of arrangement, by 
the tribunal at The Hague, to which any 
other Power interested should be allowed 
to appeal. Similar protocols were signed 
by Germany and Italy with Venezuela. 
At a subsequent date, on 7th May, the 
same three Powers—the Powers which 
had been engaged in the blockade—Ger- 
many, Great Britain, and Italy—signed 
an agreement with Venezuela, under 
whieh it was provided that the Emperor of 
Russia should be invited to name and ap- 
point from the members of the permanent 
Court at The Hague three arbitrators to 
constitute the tribunal which is to deter 
mine and settle the questions submitted 
to it, under and by virtue of this agree- 
ment; and it was again provided that 
any nation having claims against Vene- 
zuela might join as a party in the arbi- 
tration. The other creditor Powers — 
other than those Powers engaged in the 
blockade—having claims against Vene- 
zuela, were subsequently invited to join 
in the arbitration. But in two cases a 
difficulty arose in consequence of a claim 
put forward by two of the Powers in 
question that the proceedings should be 
conducted in Freneh. 


and Venezuela. 


We were of opinion that it would be 
better, and would add to the completeness 
and validity of the proceedings, if the 
request to the Emperor of Russia were 
made simultaneously by all the Powers 
concerned. Some delay was, therefore, 
caused in consequence of the action of the 
two Powers to which I have referred. 
But we have lately heard that the Ve- 
nezuelan Government has proposed that 
it should be open to them to become 
parties to the arbitration, whether 
they adhere to the agreement or 
not, and that the tribunal should decide 
all questions of the interpretation of the 
agreement. In that proposal, which 


seems to be entirely reasonable, the United 
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States Government has concurred, and | 
His Majesty’s Government has concurred | 
also. We instructed our Ambassador in 
St. Petersburg on the 8th inst. to press 
his colleagues to take early action, and | 
to proceed without loss of time with the 
request to the Emperor of Russia. We 
have no reason for supposing that any of | 
the Powers concerned desire a settlement | 
by any means other than those laid down , 
in the protocol and in the agreement, and 
we therefore have every reason to hope | 
that the difficulties which I have men- | 
tioned will be easily overcome, and that 
the proceedings contemplated by the 
protocol and by the agreement will go 
on without further delay. 
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IRISH LAND BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with 
several of the Amendments made by the | 
Lords agreed to; with several other of | 
such Amendments agreed to, with Amend- 
ments; and with consequential Amend- 
ments to the Bill; with several other 
Amendments disagreed to ; with Reasons 
for such disagreement. 
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and effectually, but there are 
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will be my duty to move, as I propose to 
move, that this House do agree with the 


_Commons in the Amendments made to 
| their (the Lords) Amendments, and do 


not insist on their Amendments to which 
the Commons have disagreed. 


THE Dukeor ABERCORN : My Lords, 
the noble Duke is perfectly correct in 
saying that there will be no disagreement 


|in this House with the Amendments that 


have come up from the other House. I 
myself, and those noble Lords with whom 
I have the honour to act, will not disagree 
with the action of the Commons with 
regard to our Amendments, but I regret 


‘that three Amendments have not been 


accepted by the other House, because they 
were introduced by us, not with any 
desire to hinder the Bill, but rather with 
the purpose of making it operate better 
when it becomes an Act of Parliament. 
No doubt in a great measure of this kind 
there are many matters which may be 


‘considered by those in a position to know, 


to be capable of being carried out easily 
other 


/matters which may possibly, though I 


On the Motion for the consideration of 
the Commons Amendments to the Lords 
Amendments, | 
Tue LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 

COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) 

said: My Lords, although I believe that 

the Amendments to the Irish Land Bill 

have only within a very few minutes | 
come into the possession of the House, I | 
think your Loréships will have seen, 
from the ordinary channels of informa- 
tion, that the anticipation I was able to | 
announce to this House the other day as 
to the advice which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would be prepared to give to the 
House of Commons in reference to its | 
arrangements, was substantially correct, 
and also that the House of Commons has 
acted upon that advice. Your Lord- 
ships are aware that at this stage of the 
proceedings of the two Houses of Parlia- 
ment a considerable amount of communi- 
cation outside the walls of either House | 
generally becomes necessary, and the result 
of such communication has been, I believe, 
that I am able to form a confident anticipa- 
tion that no difference will arise between 
thetwo Houses with regard tothese Amend- 
ments. If I am correct, as I believe I am 
correct, in forming that anticipation, it | 


| other 


hope not, give some amount of legal 
trouble. The three Amendments which 


| the other House did not see fit to accep*, 
| were : 
friend Lord Clonbrock, requiring tie 
| Estate Commissioners to state specifically 
their reasons for allowing a case to be 


one, proposed by my noble 


dealt with outside the zones ; the second, 
was proposed by myself with reference to 
the guarantee deposits. The objection 
in this case seemed to be that the Com- 
missioners if they gave way in one case 
might be induced to give way in 
cases inside the zones. And 
the third Amendment to which the 
Commons did not agree was the one to 
allow a discretion to the parties 


|as to the character and amount of 


they ought to produce in 
This Amendment was 


evidence 
small cases. 


brought in to save expense, because in 


very small cases expenses are incurred 
which might often cover one years rent 
with regard to the farm affected. It was 


brought in in the interests both of the 
| landlord and the tenant, and I regret that 


it has not been accepted by the Govern- 
ment. But whilst I regret that these 
three Amendments have not been 
accepted [ beg to thank your Lordshisd 
on behalf of noble Lords who have acted 
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with me, for the sympathetic manner in 
which you have received the Bill, and also 
for the attention you have paid to all | 


the various discussions upon it. 
the manner in which the Bill has been 
received by both Houses of Parliament 
shows that those connected with it seem 
to understand and realise the vast import- 
ance of this measure, and that the one 


general feeling is that this Bill, when it | 


comes into operation, may act for the 


{LORDS} 


I think | 
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‘Commons had disagreed.-—(The Duke of 


| Devonshire.) 


“On Question, Motion agreed to. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(No. 2) BILL. 

[SECOND READING]. 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 


_ ing read, 


welfare not only of the landlords but also | 


of the tenants, and bethemeans of making | 


the relations between those classes more 
harmonious. 


Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, I 
fully associate myself with all that has 
fallen from the noble Duke beside me. I 
naturally regret that His Majesty’s 
Government did not see their way to 
accept our Amendments which, I think, 
would have been more conducive to the 
successful working of the Bill, but I can 
say that we are grateful for those Amend- 
ments that they did accept, and I wish to 
express my full appreciation—which I 
know isshared by many others—of the 
sympathy shown by the noble Duke (the 
Duke of Devonshire)—and the other 
members of the Government for the 
Irish landlords, and the interest which 
they take in that much- enduring 
class in the most unfortunate position 
in which they are placed, though what 
I believe is now universally acknow- 
ledged to be the ill-judged legislation of 
the past. I must also say we are very 
much impressed by, and very much ad- 
mire the ability which has been shown 
by the right hon. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland in mastering 
the details of a most difficult and com- 


plicated subject, and the skill he has) 


shown in conducting it to a successful 
issue. 
always been most ready to afford any of 
us an opportunity of laying our views 
before him and has listened with extreme 
patience and consideration to our argu- 
ments, though, unfortunately, it often 
happened that he was not sufficiently 
impressed by them. 


Moved, That this House do agree with | 


the Commons in the Amendments made 
to their Amendments, and do not insist 
on their Amendments to which the 


The Duke of Abercorn. 


The right hon. Gentleman has 


Lorp KENYON: My Lords, this 
Bill has been presented to your Lord- 
ships in redemption of a promise made 
by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in aspeech on the Address. 
It is asimple measure, and the object is 
torender the working of the Acts with 
regard to the housing of the working 
classes simpler by making the repayment 
of loans extend over a longer period, by 
establishing the Local Government 
Board as the one central authority in the 
place of two—the Home Office and the 
LocalGovernment Board—and by various 
minor alterations which are the recom- 
mendations of the Joint Committee that 
sat on this measure. This was prac- 
tically an agreed Bill in the other House, 
and I ask your Lordships to read it a 
second time. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.— 
(Lord Kenyon.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*: Com 
mittee negatived : Then (Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. having been suspended, 
Bill read 3*, and passed. 


Gentleman, the 


UNFINISHED CONDITION OF THE 
PALACE OF WESTMINSTER. 
*Lorp STANMORE, who had given 
notice, ‘“‘To move that a Select Com- 
mittee be appointed to inquire and 
report with respect to the unfinished 
condition of the rooms in the Palace of 


Westminster appropriated to the service 


of this House, and their approaches,” 
said: My Lords, I need hardly say that 
on the last day but one of the session | 
shall not press for the appointment of a 
, Committee which could not sit if it were 
appointed; but in withdrawing the 
| Motion I wish to give notice that I shall 
repeat itat’an early period next session, 
and I hope that in the interval His 
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Majesty's Government and the noble 
Lord at the head of the Office of Works 
will give some little attention to the 
matter to which it relates. I wish also to 
remove the impression that it is with 
regard to the decoration of the House 
that I am principally concerned. That 
is not so, It is the unfinished character 
of the existing state of things which I 
desire to see dealt with. The original 
designs of Sir Charles Barry for the wall 
space of this House adopted a very 
different treatment from that which we 
now see, and it was altered in order 
that these large panels might be 
filled with pictures. Whether they 
should be filled with pictures or not 
is an open question. If they are 
not filled with pictures then they should 
be finished according to the original 
designs of the architect, and should not 
be left, as they have been for many years, 
an eyesore. We who come here habitu- 
ally have got accustomed to them and do 
not notice them, but they make a very bad 
impression on all strangers who come to 
see what might be a magnificent building. 
Before I sit down I should like to thank 
the noble Lord the First Commissioner of 
Works for the courtesy with which he 
has met my wishes on the subject, and 
has disinterred what remains of the 
frescoes in the Upper Lobby of the House. 
Most of them are destroyed beyond 
repair, but there is one, the picture of 
Lear and his daughters, which is still a 
very pleasing picture though the head of 
one of the ladies is gone. I cannot but 
think that means might be found to re- 
store that head. May I be permitted 
to make one suggestion? It is this, that 
the noble Lord will seek, in a quarter to 
which we do not generally look for guid- 
ance in ‘matters of art, for an illustration 
of what my wishes are with regard to this 
House. That quarter is the Corporation 
of the City of London. The cloister of 
the Royal Exchange has round it panels 
of much the same area, though of differ- 
ent shape, as those in St. Stephen's 
Gallery. The Corporation of the City of 
London have gone on year after year 
filling those panels with pictures by Lord 
Leighton and other eminent artists. 
They are not finished, and there are many 
still to be put in, but the course adopted 
is exactly what I would desire His 
Majesty’s Government to take in the 
case of the Palace of Westminster. At 





comparatively small expense, if it is per- 
sisted in year after year, the unfinished 
condition of the rooms in the Palace might 
be gradually remedied, and works of art 
worthy of admiration placed in the sites 
intended for them. 


*TueE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Lord Winpsor): My Lords, 
the noble Lord, in withdrawing the 
Motion which he had put down on the 
Paper, gave notice that he proposes to 
renew his Motion in another session. I 
think that relieves me of the necessity 


of entering at this moment at any 
length into the questions which 
are involved. I shall be glad, how- 


ever, to deal with one matter to which 
he referred—namely, the condition of the 
frescoes in the upper waiting hall. I 
should like to inform the House that Pro- 
fessor Church was asked to examine those 
frescoes, and he reported that in his 
opinion they were all of them in a condi- 
tion which made it useless to endeavour 
to restore them or to spend any money 
upon them. But with regard to the par- 
ticular frescoe to which my noble friend 
has drawn attention—the Lear frescoe—-I 
shall certainly ask Professor Church to 
look at that one again in case he thinks 
that anything might be done to preserve 
it. With regard to the general question, 
may I just say that I, for my part, sym- 
pathise very greatly with the object which 
the noble Lord has in view. I do not 
doubt that all of your Lordships who take 
an interest in the decoration of buildings 
and the completion of buildings which had 
in their original design a certain scheme 
of decoration, sympathise with the noble 
Lord in the object which he has in view. 
At the same time he will forgive me for 
saying that, however much I sympathise 
with him in this object, I still feel—and I 
know His Majesty’s Government gener- 
ally feel—that one must observe a sense 
of proportion as to the works necessary to 
be undertaken. Owing to the great ex- 
pansion of the chief Government Depart- 
ments of late, very large demands have to 
be made upon the Treasury for absolutely 
necessary works in order to keep pace 
with those requirements. Only a moment 
ago your Lordships passed the Pubiic 
Buildings Expenses Bill through all its 
stages, and I feel that it would be rather 
losing the sense of proportion if the work 
of completing the decoration of the Palac® 
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of Westminster were to be urged upon 
the Treasury at this time when other 
important works have to be undertaken. 
At the same time I promise my noble 
friend that I will consider the matter. 





Wor Office 


The subject then dropped. 


WAR OFFICE TRACTION ENGINES. 


Tue Eart or NORTHBROOK : My 
Lords, I beg to ask whether the Secretary 
of State for War has issued any order 
directing the drivers of traction engines 
employed by the War Office to conform 
to the limits of speed laid down by, and 
the other regulations contained in, the 
Locomotives Act, 1865 ; and to move an 
Address for a copy of any such order. 
This question arose in this way. The 
Urban District Council of Aldershot for- 
warded for the consideration of the County 
Council of Hampshire, a memorial from 
the inhabitants of Aldershot complaining 
that the traction engines connected with 
the Army had been running through the 
streets of Aldershot at a rate higher than 
they had any right to run under the 
Locomotives Act, 1865; that those trac- 
tion engines were of a weight greater 
than was authorised under the Act ; and 
that they in other respects violated the 
provisions of the Act. The County 
Council communicated with the Standing 
Joint Committee of the county, who, in 
their turn, communicated with the 
chief constable, and the constabulary 
were instructed by the chief constable 
to attend to the matter. They found 
that the representations of the people of 
Aldershot were correct, and that the trac- 
tion engines were in the habit of going 
above the rate of two miles an hour 
through the streets of Aldershot to the 
damage of the thoroughfares and also to 
the annoyance of the inhabitants. There- 
fore,the police were instructed to prosecute, 
and they took proceedings at the Petty 
Sessions against the driver of one of these 
traction engines. There was no question 
whatever as to the facts of the case. It 
was admitted that he had been going at 
a higher speed than two miles an hour, 
and a small penalty was imposed upon 
him for this breach of the law. 


A circumstance subsequently arose 


which had not been considered before. 
The driver thought it desirable to lodge 
an appeal against the decision of the 


Lord Windsor. 


1 LORDS} 








Traction Engines. 1132 


Petty Sessions on the ground that as the 
Crown was not mentioned in the Act of 
1865 the servant of a contractor to the 
Government might be considered to 
be exempt from the provisions of the 
Act by reason of the prerogative of 
the Crown. The law in _ this 
country is a very curious one, 
and it turned out, when the case came 
before the Divisional Court, that ser- 
vants of contractors do come within the 
prerogative of the Crown, and therefore 
are not amenable to the law. Accord- 
ingly the conviction was quashed, and 
the police were rendered powerless to 
deal with this nuisance. This was the 
reason why I raised a similar question in 
connection with the Motor-Cars Bill. 
Your Lordships agreed to a clause dis- 
tinctly placing servants of the Crown 
under the provisions of the Motor-Cars 
Bill, and I desire in this connection to 
express my obligation to the noble Lord 
the Secretary for Scotland and to the 
President of the Local Government 
Board for the manner in which they 
considered this question. I think it 
is quite clear, now that the principle 
has been accepted that servants of 
the Crown should be made liable to 
legislation of this kind, that it ought to 
apply to the Locomotives Act, 1865. In 
view of the decision which has been 
adopted in the case of the Motor-Cars 
Bill, it is really incumbent upon the 
different Departments of the Govern- 
ment to take care that the servants of 
the Crown, under them, conform to the 
provisions of other Acts of a similar kind. 
I may mention that, although some repre 
sentations have been made to the War 
Officein this matter,the nuisance continues, 
and only on Monday last one of the repre- 
sentatives of Aldershot on the Hampshire 
County Council stated, at the meeting of 
that council, that the nuisance continued, 
and that the present state of things con- 
stituted a danger to the inhabitants. 


Moved, that an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for any order 
that may have been issued by the Secre- 
tary of State for War directing the 
drivers of traction engines employed by 
the War Office to conform to the limits 
of speed laid down by, and the other 
regulations contained in, the Locomotives 
Act, 1865.—(The Earl of Northbrook.) 
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War Office 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Harp- 
wicKE): My Lords, it is quite true, as 
the noble Earl has stated, that represen- 
tations have been made to the War Office 
on this matter, and the War Office have 
had under consideration the manner in 
which effect can be given to the noble 
Karl’s wishes. The noble Earl has men- 
tioned a case which occurred at Alder- 
shot, and which came before the High 
Court. That, so far as I am aware, is 
the only case which has come before the 
Courts, but no doubt, as the noble Earl 
says, other instances have occurred. 
I can cnly express regret that the instruc- 
tions issued by the War Office have not 
been complied with. I may say that in 
1901 instructions were issued with respect 
to the pace at which traction engines in 
the employ of the War Office might move. 
The order that I refer to was dated 
17th January, 1901, and, after stating that 
at several stations difficulty had arisen 
with the local authorities with regard to 
compliance with the provisions of the 
various Highways and Locomotives Acts, 
the Instruction proceeded— 

‘* Tt will be observed, from the paper marked 
B enclosed, that, while it is not admitted that 
the War Department is bound by any of the 
Acts in question, their provisions, except as 
regards taking out licences, should on no 
account be ignored, other than for some special 
and unavoidable military necessity.” 

On the representations made to me by 
the noble Earl I instituted inquiries, and 
as a result received information from the 
General Officer commanding the First 
Army Corps, Sir John French, that, so far 
as he is aware, the drivers of the War 
Department’s engines are perfectly well 
aware of the regulation issued in 1901, 
and have not exceeded the limit of speed 
at which they are allowed to go. I must 
admit, of course, that that Instruction 
did not refer, either directly or indirectly, 
to engines employed by War Office con- 
tractors, and, if I understood the noble 
Earl correctly, the nuisance to which he 
refers has occurred through the driving 
of traction engines belonging to contrac- 
tors at a speed in excess of the limit 
allowed by the Act of 1865. 


The War Office cannot agree to comply 
with the Locomotives Act, 1865, with 
regard to the weight of traction engines. 
As a matter of fact, the War Office at 
the present time possess a considerable 
number of traction engines which are 
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above the legal weight ; but, so far as 
the speed at which they are allowed to 
move is concerned, we will do every- 
thing we can to carry out the wishes 
of the noble Earl. I may say that it is 
proposed to again issue an order to all 
officers commanding to the effect that no 
officer will be allowed to authorise the 
driving of, and no driver will be allowed 
to drive, a traction engine in excess of 
the speed limit—namely, two miles an 
hour in a town, and four miles on the 
high road in the country ; but, at the 
same time, we must reserve to ourselves, 
under very special circumstances, power 
to allow these engines to exceed this 
limit. The order, however, will contain a 
direct instruction that this permission to 
exceed, in very special circumstances, the 
legal limit can only be given under the 
authority of the General Officer command- 
ing an Army Corps or district. I think 
the noble Earl may rest assured that it 
will be only in very special circumstances 
that this power will be given. We pro- 
pose to apply this order to contractors in 
War Office employ who use traction 
engines, and also to say that if on any 
occasion they are stopped by the police 
for exceeding the legal limit, they cannot 
expect to rely on the Treasury to set up 
the plea that they are justified in their 
action, owing to their being in the service 
of the Crown. 


THE MARQUESS OF RIPON: I do not 
think the answer which the noble Earl has 
given can be regarded as very satisfactory. 
It is no doubt quite true that, technically, 
the War Office is exempt from these regu- 
lations, but it certainly seems to me that 
they ought to conform to them to the ut- 
most possible extent. With regard to the 
limit of speed, no doubt, as the noble 
Lord has said, regulations will be issued 
applying not only to traction engines 
which belong to the War Otfice, but also 
to those belonging to contractors, and 
that contractors will not be permitted in 
future to plead that they are in the em- 
ployment of the War Office. But I do 
not exactly see how the War Office can 
prevent contractors putting in that plea, 
if they are entitled to do so under the 
law. 


THE Eart oF HARDWICKE : I speak 
under correction, but I think it requires 
that the War Office should take up the 








1135 War Office 
defence. In the case to which the noble 
Earl referred, the Treasury took up the 
case. 


THE MARQuEss or RIPON: Then I 
understand that the War Office in future 
will not take up the case of any contrac- 
tor whose traction engine may exceed the 
speed limit ? 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: That 


1S So. 


THE MARQUESS OF RIPON : I do not 
even think it is necessary that the 
War Office should break the law in re- 
spect to the weight of their engines. 
Whatever may be their rights, surely it 
would be better if they were to conform 
to the general law of the country in this 
matter. 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: The 
noble Marquess must understand that the 
traction engines to which I refer, and 
which are in excess of the legal weight, 
have been built, 


THE Ear oF WEMYSS: My noble 
friend near me has done good service in 
calling your Lordships’ attention to this 
matter. It is not only at Aldershot that 
this danger is experienced, for only the 
other day, when I was returning from 
Kensington to Hyde Park Corner in a 
hansom, I passed a traction engine 
drawing three huge vans. It was really 
a train going through the streets, and I 
do not think such a thing ought to be 
allowed. In this case a collision resulted 
at the corner of a road. I certainly 
think that these traction trains ought to 
be absolutely forbidden in the Metro- 
polis. I venture to throw out this sug- 
gestion to whoever is responsible for the 
Department having jurisdiction in this 
matter. 


Tue Eart or NORTHBROOK: I 
am much obliged to the noble Earl the 
Under Secretary for the assurance he has 
given that instructions will be issued to 
the effect that the speed limit shall not 
be exceeded by War Office contractors, 


or by those in the employ of 
the War Office. But I think 
the fact that the traction engines 


owned by the War Office exceed the 


weight laid down by the Act is a very | noble Earl the Under-Secretary, and it. 
The Earl of Hardwicke. 


{LORDS} 
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serious matter. One of the main com- 
plaints on the part of the people of Alder- 
shot is that theseheavy engines tear up the 
roads and interfere with the gas and other 
pipes laid under the thoroughfares. I 
beg to give notice that I shall make 
further inquiry into this matter, and it 
seems to me, that unless the Government 
do it, some other Member of your Lord- 
ship’s House, should, in the next session 
of Parliament, introduce a short Bill 
enacting a similar clause to that which has 
been accepted by both Houses of Parlia- 
ment in the Motor-Cars Bill to be applied 
to all similar Acts of Parliament for the 
safety of the public. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrour of BURLEIGH): My 
Lords, I am beund to say I thought the 
answer of my noble friend the Under 
Secretary was a fair one on the merits of 
the Question as it appears on the Paper. 
The discussion, however, has somewhat 
widened. Of course, no one can ob- 
ject to the noble Earl bringing in 
a legislative proposal at a future period, 
and I have no doubt the Govern- 
ment will judge of it when they 
see it. In the meantime, equally, no one 
can object to the continuance of the 
inquiries which the noble Earl fore- 
shadows. I can hardly believe it possi- 
ble, and I do not understand it to be said, 
that War Office engines have done damage 
to water pipes and mains, and that a 
representation made to the War Office 
has not had proper attention paid to it. 
Iam sure that if it was brought to the 
notice of any Government Department 
that their machines of any kind were 
doing that sort of damage, it would he 
taken into consideration, and the local 
authority would be met. So far as the 
speed of these engines is concerned, I 
think the answer of the Under-Secretary 
a very fair one. I do not understand 


| that it is intended as a practice to drive 


these engines at a speed greater than the 
legal limit, but if manceuvres are 
going on, and the troops change their 
positions, as they must do, it is not un- 
reasonable that, so far as it may be neces- 
sary, those who are supplying the needs 
of the troops, at night, should go a little 
over the limit if, under exceptional cir- 
cumstances, it was necessary. That, | 
understand, is the main reservation of the 
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seems to me a very reasonable one in the 
circumstances. 


THE EarL oF NORTHBROOK: I 
expressly stated that contained in the 
petition of the inhabitants of Aldershot 
was a complaint that the streets were 
being damaged by these traction engines. 
I did not know until to-day that the War 
Office had traction engines above the legal 
weight. If that is the case, they ought 
not to be used on the Aldershot roads. I 
can assure the noble Lord that complaints 
have been made to the War Office, and to 
the best of my knowledge, those com- 
plaints have not been attended to, 
because, as late as Monday last, at the 
meeting of the Hampshire County Coun- 
cil, a representative of Aldershot stated 
that the nuisance had not been abated. 


THe Eart or HARDWICKE: I 
have no objection to the granting of 
the Return moved for by the noble Earl, 
but it is rather an unusual thing for an 
ordinary military order to be laid on the 
Table of the House. 


THE Eart or NORTHBROOK: As 
it is a question of a nuisance to the public, 
I think it is right that the order should 
be laid on the Table. 


THe Marquess or RIPON: It is an 
established principle that if a Minister or 
any representative of a Government De- 
partment quotes a public document in this 
House, it should be laid on the Table. 


THE Ear: or HARDWICKE: I have 
not quoted a public document. I merely 
quoted a draft of a proposed order. 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and 
ordered accordingly. 


SUBSIDIES TO SHIPPING COMPANIES 
—THE CUNARD AGREEMENT. 
*Ear~ SPENCER, who had given notice 
“To call the attention of the First Lord 
of the Admiralty to the arrangement 
lately made between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Cunard Company, 
giving the Company a subsidy and a loan 
for putting a number of ships at the dis- 
posal of the Government under certain 
circumstances ; and to move for a Return 
showing: (1) The amount, and date, and 
duration of previous subsidies to various 


shipping companies, and the number of | 
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ships embraced in these arrangements, 
with the speed of the ships ; (2) The num- 
ber of ships and their speed embraced in 
the present arrangement with the Cunard 
Company,” said: My Lords, This is not 
the first occasion that the subject to which 
my Question refers has been before 
your Lordships. There was a debate 
initiated by my noble friend, Lord 
Brassey—who, I am sorry to say, is not in 
England and is therefore unable to take 
part in this debate—which led up to this 
very subject, and I then took the 
opportunity of expressing some general 
views which I hold on the subject of sub- 
sidies. This subject was debated in the 
House of Commons last night, and I need 
hardly say that many of the arguments 
that I wish to bring forward were used 
with effect on that occasion. I attach 
considerable importance to the question 
uf subsidies. Now, what are subsidies ? 
They may be of several kinds. They 
may refer to payments for money earned, 
like postal subsidies ; they may be made 
to encourage commerce ; they may refer 
to naval objects, and they may also be 
political in their character. If we look 
for a moment at the subsidies which are 
made much more frequently, and on a 
different basis, abroad, we find that they 
touch nearly all these different points. 
I am not going into the question of 
foreign subsidies, but I think I may say 
this, that though they have been success- 
ful in a certain number of cases, in other 
cases, where very considerable expense 
has been incurred in regard to subsidies 
to the merchant service, they have not 
been successful. In regard to successful 
subsidies, we have the example of 
Germany, and for an example of un- 
successful subsidies I think we may point 
to France. 


Now, my Lords, what is our position 
with regard to this question? Our sub- 
sidies go almost entirely in two direc. 
tions ; there are the postal subsidies and 
the naval subsidies. ‘The former amount 
to an enormous sum of money —between 
£700,000 and £800,000 a year. There 
are as usual some complaints. No company 
thinks they get quite as much as they 
ought to; but I think the subsidies for 
the postal service are on a liberal scale, 
and secure what we pay for very ade- 
quately. Then we come to naval sub- 
sidies. I recollect very well that ques- 
tion arising while I had the honour to be 
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First Lord of the Admiralty. It so 
ne’ that within a very few weeks, | 
might almost say days, of the new Board 
of Admiralty, over which I presided, 
taking office, agreements were signed in 
regard to very important subsidies for 
various shipping purposes which we could 
not possibly, even if we had so desired, 
have refused to enterinto. I have always 
held that these subsidies could not be de- 
fended. During the time I was in office 
we did renew some portion of one subsidy 
that had come to an end, but the reason we 
did that was that we could not, by refusing 
it, deal with the whole subject, and as the 
whole subject would have to come up at 
a later period, we thought it would be 
better to wait until that time arrived. 
What I have always felt with regard to 
naval subsidiestothe mercantile marine was 
this, that there was practically no necessity 
for them. The greatshippingcompaniesare 
naturally very glad to get £8,000 or 
£10,000 a year to swell their funds and 
meet the dividends required by the 
shareholders ; but, with regard to naval 
requirements, I do not believe there is 
any necessity for these subsidies. Even 
if merchant cruisers of great speed are 
needed, the Admiralty could easily get 
ships in time of war which would fulfil 
all their requirements. 
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I acknowledge that in some respects 
these merchant cruisers do service to the 
Navy by providing and encouraging 
naval reserves. There are many officers, 
engineers, and men on the great liners 
who belong to the Royal Naval Reserve, 
and in this way they do meet a require- 
ment of the Navy ; but at thesame time | 
have never thought that merely for the 
sake of naval reserve men you were 
justified in paying this very large sum. 
When there was a scare in the eighties, 
and we were making preparations for a 
naval war, the Navy were able to 
take up a great many ships which 
entirely answered their expectations. 
The ships of great speed belonging to the 
Navy have increased immensely since 
those days, and the number of cruisers of 
great speed are considerably more 
numerous than they were when this 
policy was first initiated. I find that 


this matter is referred to by the First 
Lord of the Admiralty in his annual 
Report, in which he indicates that in the 
opinion of the Board this is the most 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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economical method of effectually meeting 
a special need. The noble Lord refers to 
a very important Report of a Committee 
in another place, presided over, I think, 
by Mr. Evelyn Cecil. It is an exceed- 
ingly interesting Report,and wellworthy 
of perusal. The Committee say that a 
general system Of subsidies, other than 
for services of the country, is costly and 
inexpedient. I quiteadmit that later on 
they do refer to some special occasions 
when they consider it may be necessary 
or desirable, under certain conditions, to 
give subsidies. 

Subsequently in the House of Com- 
mons, the Secretary to the Admiralty 
stated—I believe it was in the beginning 
of July—that in the exercise of their 
own judgment, and fortified by the recom- 
mendations of the Committee to which | 
have just referred, the Admiralty did not 
propose, when the time came for renewing 
these agreements, that they should be 
renewed. That was a very important 
declaration. It seemed to «gree with the 
view I had taken. But what has hap- 
pened ? We now have 2 very important 
agreement with a great Transatlantic Com- 
pany—namely, the Cunard Company. His 
Majesty’s Government have gone into sub- 
sidies on a new scale, and on a very much 
larger scale than they have ever done 
before. 1 should like to know what gave 
rise to this agreement. I cannot help 
thinking that it is the outcome of what I 
may call the “Do something” policy. | 
have once or twice noticed that His 
Majesty’s Government, when they are in 
difficulty and the country is calling out 
and attacking them for want of action, 
suddenly take some action which I think 
they are afterwards rather sorry they have 
taken. I am not saying this with refer- 
ence to the action of the noble Earl oppo- 
site on this particular point, but I think 
this arrangement with the Cunard Com- 
pany was the result of the panic 
caused by what is called the Pierpont 
Morgan combine. At that time there 
was a most exaggerated feeling as to the 
disastrous harm this combination would 
do to the commerce of the country. 

It has been said that if the Govern 
ment had not proposed this arrangement 
this great company would have joined 
the combine, but I can hardly think 
that ; and that it was to prevent the 
absorption of the Cunard Company that 





the arrangement lately made between 
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His Majesty’s Government and that com- 
pany was entered into. From what I 
have heard, there is not any longer any 
great fear to be entertained from the 
operations of the combine. In its work- 
ing the combination has not been so 
successful as it was expected to be by 
those who brought it into operation, and 
I think we need not fear very much 
from it. I would ask your Lordships 
to consider for a moment the financial 
aspect of this arrangement with the 
Cunard Company. This is a very large, 
well-known and well-managed company. 
It has been stated that the present market 
value of its shares is £1,200,000; that 
the nominal value is £1,600,000, and that 
the value of its ships is £2,000,000. 
Now, what is this arrangement that has 
heen entered into with the Cunard Com- 
pany? The arrangement gives great 
pecuniary assistance to this company. 
The company has, first of all, to provide 
two ships which are to have a speed of 
twenty-four or twenty-five knots in mod- 
erate weather. In order to secure that, 
His Majesty’s Government proposes to 
grant the company a loan of £2,600,000 
at 2 per cent.—-an exceedingly low rate 
of interest—to be repaid in twenty years. 
There is also an enormous subsidy to be 
paid—£150,000 a year—during the same 
period, This arrangement, it seems to 
me, is On a very excessively liberal scale 
for the consideration that is given. I 
believe that the contracts with other 
companies will come to an end in 1905, 
and that then we shall rely solely upon 
this contract with the Cunard Company. 


Some of the terms of the agreement are, 
no doubt, quite proper, but some are very 
remarkable. One of the terms is that 
the Cunard Company are not to raise 
freights without the sanction of His 
Majesty's Government. It is rather a 
novel proceeding that His Majesty’s 
Government should take an active part 
in regulating the finance of a great ship- 
ping compar.y, which is supported by an 
enormous number of _ shareholders. 
Another of the terms is that there is 
to be no preference given as against 
British subjects. Many of us_ think 
that that mighi be a good thing, but 
it is going a long way commercially 
in giving a subsidy to this company. I 
should like to ask whether we are really 
getting our money’s worth for this 
enormous sum. One of the reasons why 


{13 AuGcust 1903} 
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I have moved for a Return, in this form, is. 
that we may compare the new arrange- 
ment which is proposed with the old one 
in regard to rates of speed. We have 
always had a larger number of ships 
of the merchant fleet capable of going 
at a high speed than almost any other 
country. It is only within the last few 
years that one of the German lines has 
built two tremendously large ships capable. 
of going at a speed, I think, of twenty- 
three knots. 


*Tue FIRST LORD of tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (The Earl of SELBoRNE) : 
Twenty-four. 


*EarL SPENCER: Is this merely a 
question of vanity ? Cannot this country 
support the idea that any other country 
can, even temporarily, have merchant 
ships of a greater speed than ours? [ 
hardly think that it is a sufficient reason 
for entering into this agreement. No 
doubt I shall be told that it is not a mere 
question of vanity, but one of necessity 
for the Navy, and that it would not be 
safe if ships of other countries remained 
with greater speed power than any ships 
we have. But in order to meet this, we 
are going to have only two ships. Will 
the two ships provided for in the agree- 
ment be sufficient, or are we merely 
taking the first plunge into what will be 
an enormous expenditure? I doubt very 
much, if we begin, whether two ships 
will be considered sufficient. We 
must bear in mind that these ves 
sels cannot be put into the line of 
battle. They are absolutely unfit to be 
considered as fighting ships. They may 
have a gun or two, but they will have 
no armour defence, and they are not in 
any sense to be compared with modern 
cruisers. They will serve the purpose of 
speedy and rapid scouts, going from one 
fleet, perhaps, to another. That, so far 
as I can make out, will be their princi- 
pal object. 

Again, why is it the Cunard Company 
aloneis selected? There will undoubtedly 
be jealousy created on the part of other 
companies. Your Lordships must remem- 
ber that other companies already have 
ships going within two knots or so of 
these ships. I should liketo know what the 
experts say, from a naval point of view, 
as to the absolute necessity of having 
ships which cannot be put into the line- 
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of battle. You propose to take these 
very fast ships away from the ordinary 
business of the line. Many people think 
that the best ships will be more needed 
in time of war for freight than as scouts 
for the Navy. 
portant point for consideration. I 
thought it of the utmost moment to 
bring this subject before your Lordships, 
as I do not believe that the first step in 
so great a transaction should be taken 
without obtaining from the Government 
their reasons on financial, naval, and 
even commercial grounds for what they 
propose. I have thought it well to make 
some criticisms and to ask some Ques- 
tions, but Ido not do so in any hostile 
spirit, but rather in an enquiring spirit. 
At present I certainly am not favourable 
to these proposals, but I shall listen 
with great care and attention to what 
my noble friend the First Lord of the 
Admiralty may say upon them ; and if 
he can prove that the proposals are 
necessary for the strength and safety of 
the Navy in time of war, and can only be 
secured on the terms announced, | shall 
certainly modify my view. I beg to 
move the Motion standing in my name. 


Moved, That there be laid before the 
House a return showing— 


1. The amount, and date, and duration 
of any subsidies given in the past by His 
Majesty’s Government to shipping com- 
panies, and the number of ships embraced 
in these arrangements, with the speed of 
the ships. 

2. The number of ships and their speed 
embraced in the present arrangement 
with the Cunard Company.— (£Zarl 
Spencer.) 


*THE EArt OF SELBORNE : My Lords, 
it is always a great pleasure, if he will 
allow me to say so, to follow the noble 
Ear] in discussing naval affairs, for gener 
ally I am in the very happy position of 
finding myself in agreement with him as 
to naval policy ; but to-night, I am more 
unfortunate than usual. I shall try, how- 
ever, to convince him, before I sit down, 
that what the Government has done, has 
in its naval aspect, at all events, been 
wisely done. I will not follow the noble 
Earl at length in the early part of his 
speech, in which he dealt with the history 
of naval subsidies. 1 do not agree with 
him. I think that 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 


I think that is an im- | 


when subsidised | 
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|merchant cruisers were first established 
they supplied a real need ; and it is only 
because, in the opinion of the Board of 
Admiralty, circumstances have entirely 
changed, and they no longer can sup- 
ply that need, that we resolved 
‘not to continue any of the present 
subsidy agreements. That is owing, 
not to an opinion that former 
Boards have been wrong, but to the 
opinion that circumstances have entirely 
altered. The noble Earl asks: Is it con- 
sistent, on the one hand, to abandon the 
old policy of subsidies, and, on the other, 
to embark on this very large and almost 
startling policy in respect of the two new 
Cunarders? I think I can show him 
that there is no inconsistency whatever in 
our action. Just as the old policy was 
abandoned because the needs which it was 
created to meet had passed away, so the 
new policy has been adopted to meet new 
and special needs, which could not be 
met in other ways and more economically. 
Before I deal with the naval aspect of 
this agreement, I wish to emphasise 
strongly that this agreement is not a 
naval agreement pure and simple ; the 
naval aspect is only one of the aspects of 
the agreement. Ido not for a moment 
conceal the fact—on the contrary, I as- 
sert it—that the agreement has a direct 
connection with the Morgan combination 
of last year. Ido not expect the noble 
Lord, from what he has said, to concur 
with me, but I say, without hesitation, 
that in my opinion it would have been a 
very serious thing indeed, if the whole of 
the great Atlantic lines had passed into 
the hands of a foreign association. The 
noble Earl said that the fears we held a 
year ago about the effect of this combine 
have been proved to be unfounded. | 
think it is rather early for the noble Earl 
to form a final judgment on that subject. 
But, putting that argument on one 
side, has it not occurred to him that there 
is a great difference between an associa- 
tion that does not include one of the prin- 
cipal lines, and one that embraced them 
all? I am not in the secrets of the 
Cunard Company, and therefore cannot 
speak with authority, but I have, myself, 
no doubt whatever that, if the Govern- 
ment had not intervened in the matter, 
the Cunard Company would have been 
forced into the American combine, and 
the result would have been that we should 
not have had one great line of steamers 
under British control on the Atlantic. 
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Therefore, I assert, in the plainest man- 
ner, that this agreement is not merely a 
naval one; it has wider and national as- 
pects as well as a naval aspect. 


Now I pass on to the naval aspect, and 
so far as that aspect of the case is con- 
cerned, it had nothing whatever to do 
with the Morgan combination. The 
Admiralty had been anxiously consider- 
ing the question before they knew of the 
Morgan combine, and as far back as 
26th April last year the Admiralty 
appointed the Committee presided over 
by Lord Camperdown, which was the 
result of a consideration of this question, 
which certainly had begun weeks before 
I heard of the possibility of the Morgan 
combination. If the noble Earl will 
turn to the Report which was laid before 
Parliament some time ago, he will see 
how all these questions were raised. The 
first paragraph in the Reference of that 
Report, which is signed by Sir Evan 
Macgregor, contains the statement that 
he was commanded by the Lords Com- 
missioners of the Admiralty to state that, 
as the fastest ships in the mercantile 
marine now in existence were not regis- 
tered as British vessels, the time had 
come, in their Lordships’ opinion, to re- 
consider the principles on which subsidies 
were now being given, with a view to 
securing (1) greater horse power, and 
therefore greater speed ; (2) that merchant 
steamers once subsidised, shall not be 
transferred to a foreign flag without the 
consent of the Board of Admiralty ; and 
so on. 


What was the naval case we had to 
meet ? In time of naval war the Navy 
has two functions to perform. One is to 
subdue the battle fleets of the enemy, 
and to achieve an! maintain the com- 
mand of the sea; butits second and 
much more difficult function is to give 
adequate protection to the great ocean 
commerce of this country. What were 
the facts with which the Board of Ad- 
miralty were confronted? They were 
confronted with the fact that there were 
afloat at least two—and there were being 
built, I think, two more—ocean steam- 
ships which, owing to their great horse- 
power and the enormous amount of coal 
they could carry in time of war, were in 
such a position that there was not a 
single cruiser in the Navy that could by 
any possibility hope ever to catch them. 
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I ask your Lordships to picture the state 
of public opinion in this country in time 
of naval war, if it were found that there 
were two, three, orfour merchant cruisers 
on the sea that were able absolutely to 
defy all His Majesty’s cruisers, and were 
picking up merchant steamer a/ter 
merchant steamer just as they pleased. 
What would public opinion have said of 
an Admiralty that had entirely ignored 
in their calculations the existence of any 
such ships? Would there not have been 
something very like a panic amongst the 
insurance offices? Would not all our 
calculations as to what would be the 
course of trade in time of war have been 
upset by such an absolutely unprece- 
dented state of affairs ? 


The Board of Admiralty were unani- 
mously of opinion that that was an evil 
for which a remedy had to be found, and 
the only question was, What was the 
cheapest and most economical method of 
finding that remedy? It was just at 
that moment that the American com- 
bination was made public, and when it 
became clear that such a state of affairs 
as I have described existed, then, of 
course, the Admiralty seized the oppor- 
tunity as one that could help them 
to meet the situation. Whatever 
anyone may think as to the wisdom or 
unwisdom of the course the Admiralty 
took, I am perfectly certain that no- 
one who goes into the figures can contend 
for one single moment that this particular 
want could have been supplied in any 
cheaper way. It would have cost far 
more if the Admiralty had attempted to 
build cruisers able to compete in steam 
power and coal-carrying capacity with 
these liners. It would not only have 
been a case of their original cost, 
but of their annual maintenance and 
of dock accommodation. Therefore, 
whatever may be the opinion as to the 
wisdom or unwisdom of the policy 
adopted, given the assumption that this 
evil had to be remedied, I am quite 
confident that nobody giving the matter 
careful consideration could come to any 
other conclusion than that this was the 
cheapest way of remedying it. 


Now I pass to the noble Earl’s criti- 
cisms on the financial terms of the agree- 
ment. Ido not think if the noble Earl 
were to consult the great steamship 
owners they would tell him that the 
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Cunard Company had made other than a 
perfectly fair bargain. I do not think 


Shipping Freights 


{LORDS} 


they would say that the Cunard Com- 


enormous 
value 


to receive an 


pany were 
the 


present, exceeding 


of » 


the services which it had engaged to | 


render. The House must remember 
that neither the Cunard Company nor any 


other company would for commercial | 
reasons have dreamt for one moment of | 


building such ships. They are strictly 
uncommercial ships, and if the Cunard 
Company had been left to themselves I 
should be greatly surprised if they thought 
of building ships to go at a speed of over 
twenty-one knots. These ships are to 
steam between twenty-four and twenty- 
five knots. The strong Committee, over 
which Lord Camperdown presided, and 
which contained authorities like Admiral 
Fitzgerald and Professor Biles, went into 
the question of cost, and to show you how 
greatly the speed affects the cost, I will 
quote some figures from their tables. They 
caleulated that the first cost of a liner of 
twenty-one knots would be £400,000 ; 
of twenty-three knots, £575,000; of 
twenty-four knots, £850,000; and of 
twenty-five knots, £1,000,000—that is to 
say, the difference in the speed from 
twenty-one to twenty-five knots an hour 
made a difference in the cost of £600,000, 
or that the faster ship cost two 
and a-half times the original cost of 
a ship of twenty-one knots. They 
also calculated that for the Govern- 
ment to obtain the services of one ship 
of twenty-five knots as a subsided mer- 
chant cruiser, we would have to pay 
£149,000 a year for an agreed term of, I 
believe, ten years. On a twenty years’ 
basis we have made an arrangement for 
two ships, for £150,000 a year. ‘There- 
fore, I think it cannot be said that we 
have exceeded the limits which an im- 
partial Committee recommended after care- 
ful calculation. 


As regards the other terms and stipu- 
lations which the noble Earl quoted, I 
think it is the duty of the Government, 
when we are concluding such a bargain, 
to get all the advantage we can not only 
for the Navy, but for British trade also. 
Surely it would be rather a scandalous 
thing if ships subsidised, as_ these 
are to be, were used to raise freights 
in an undue manner, or to give 
an advantage to foreign goods over 
sritish goods. Therefore, J think, these 


The Earl of Selborne 
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stipulations were only reasonable. As 
regards the inclusion of a lien in time of 
war on other ships of the fleet, of course, 
according to the policy which the Ad- 
miralty has adopted, a separate agree- 
ment for that purpose would not have 
been made, but when this general 
arrangement was being framed it was 
thought that it would be an advantage 
that a lien should exist on the other 
ships ; and I do not think the most rigid 
approver of the general principle of not 
subsidising low-speed ships would object, 
in a special case like this, to their inclu- 
sion in the general terms of the agree- 
ment. I trust that, if I have not con- 
vinced the noble Earl, I have at any rate 
made clear what the policy of the Govern- 
ment and the Admiralty has been, and [| 
need not say I have no objection what- 
ever to the Return for which the noble 
Earl has moved. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


FREIGHTS TO SOUTH 


AFRICA. 


EarL GREY, who had given notice 
“To move for a Return giving the rates 

r ton on shipments of rails consigned 
to South African ports by His Majesty’s 
Government between the years 1898 and 
1903,” said: My Lords, I understood the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
to say yesterday, in the course of his 
answer to my question as to the manner 
in which the Crown Agents place their 
freight contracts, that it was possible 
that my interest in this question was due 
to my belief that the British South 
Africa Company had been more success- 
ful than the Colonial Office in placing 
their ireignt contracts ; and he suggested 
that this belief, which I own I entertain, 
was due to the difference between the 
character and bulk of the consignments 
shipped to South Africa by the British 
South Africa Company and His Majesty’s 
Government respectively. I wish to im- 
press upon the noble Duke, who is re 
sponsible for calling the British South 
Africa Company as witness, that in my 
opinion the startling disparity which | 
believe has existed between the cost of 
similar services rendered by shipowners 
to His Majesty’s Government and the 
British South Africa Company does not 


SHIPPING 


arise from any difference between the 
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character and value of their vy but 
is due simply and entirely to a difference 
in their business methods. 


Shipping Freights 


I am under the impression—the noble 
Duke will correct me if I am wrong— 
that His Majesty’s Government has paid 
sums ranging from 25s. to as high 
as 33s. per ton for the shipment of 
rails required for the South African 
railways at the same time that a 
freight of 17s. per ton was all that was 
paid for rails required for the Rhodesia 
Railways. The reason of this startling 
difference I believe to be that the Govern- 
ment traded exclusively with the Con- 
ference lines, and the Rhodesia Railways 
resorted to shipowners outside the Con- 
ference. I heard with great satssfaction 
the announcement of the noble Duke 
laat night that all shipowners would 
have an opportnnity of tendering for 
Government freights. It may be urged 
that the Government having come to 
this decision it is unnecessary to call for 
a Return showing the rates paid on con- 
signments of rails to South Africa. My 
reason for wishing to obtain the figures 
which would be shown by this Return is 
that I desire to have the evidence of 
facts which will show the importance of 
open competition, and how greatly the 
State suffers from the adoption of a 
system of close trading. It is my belief 
that if the Government had adopted the 
same business methods as have been 
practised by the British South African 
Co. an enormous saving of public money 
would have been effected, and my object 
in moving for this Return is to provide 
evidence which will be instrumental in 
saving a recurrence of similar waste of 
public money in the future. 


‘Moved, for a Return giving the rates 
per ton on shipments of rails consigned 
to South African ports by His Majesty's 
Government between the years 1898 and 
1903.”—(Earl Grey.) 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ror tHE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MaRLBorouGH): My Lords, I can 
assure the noble Earl that when I stated 
last night that he appeared to think that 
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the methods adopted by the British 
South Africa Company enabled a cheaper 
rate of freight to be secured than those 
obtained by the Crown Agents, I did not 
say it in any feeling of disrespect to the 
noble Lord or to the Company in ques- 
tion, and I rather gather that the noble 
Earl has this afternoon endorsed the 
statement I then made. The noble Earl 
may be correct in his view that the 
rates obtained by the British South 
Africa Company are better than those 
which the Crown Agents are able to 
secure at present. That is not the 
opinion of the Colonial Office. I think 
I explained to the noble Earl last night 
that the Crown Agents are frequently 
called upon to make assignments at very 
short notice, and they cannot send these 
small freights at such a cheap rate as a 
Company like the British South African 
Company, which probably orders many 
months before the undertaking is carried 
out. 


The noble Earl asks for a somewhat 
comprehensive Return. He wishes for a 
Return of the rates per ton on shipments 
of rails consigned to South African ports 
by His Majesty’s Government between 
the years 1898 and 1903. I am sorry to 
inform him that it would be impossible to 
give him any facts concerning the rates 
per ton on shipments of rails prior to the 
year 1899. Prior to that time the Boer 
Republic, if they ordered any rails from 
England, did so on their own authority, 
and we had no control over their orders ; 
and the Governments of Natal and the 
Cape, being self-governing Colonies, were 
entitled to give what orders they liked, 
and so far as the Colonial Office are con- 
cerned, we have no control over the 
arrangements made by them with regard 
to freights. Then we come to the year 
1899, when the War broke out. The 
noble Earl is well aware that as soon as 
War was declared the Military undertook 
the management of the railways, and I 
imagine that any consignment of rails 
they wished to have from this country in 
order either to repair the railways or to 
enlarge them, were sent out in their own 
transports ; if not, I suppose they made 
arrangements either through the Crown 
Agents or through other shipping agen- 
cies. Iam sure the noble Earl will not 
ask me to attempt to state what those 





arrangements were, and 7 do not know 
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whether my noble friend the Under- 
Secretary for War will be able to give 
him any information. 


Returns, 





We come then to the termination of 
the war in July, 1902. From that date 
the Civil authorities in the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony took over the 
railways, and I do not think there would 
be any difficulty at all in furnishing the 
noble Earl with a Return from that date 
to the present time. The noble Earl has 
not given me many hours notice, and I am 
unable therefore to give more definite 
information ; but this much I can 
promise him, that during the recess 
and before the meeting of Parliament 
next year, a statement shall be got out 
showing exactly the rates per ton on 
shipments of rails consigned to South 
African ports by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment during the last twelve months ; and 
I hope that when this statement is drawn 
up and circulated it will remove some of 
those doubts which the noble Earl at 
present holds, that the arrangements con- 
ducted by the Crown Agents on behalf of 
the Colonial Otfice are net so satis- 
factory as those that have been conducted 
in the past by the British South Africa 
Company. 


EarL GREY: I could not give the 
noble Duke longer notice, because my 
Motion for a Return is the outcome of his 
statement last night. I understand that 
he will grant me the Return in a limited 
form—namely, from July, 1902; but I 
would prefer it from the Ist of January 
of that year if possible. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
thought I made it quite clear to the noble 
Earl that prior to July, 1902, the matter 
of these freights was entirely in the 
hands of another Department of State, 
and it would be impossible and im- 
proper on my part to promise to make a 
Return which belongs to another Depart- 
ment. But the noble Earl shall cer- 
tainly be furnished with the rates per 
ton on shipments from Ist July, 1902, to 


date. 


On Question, Motion, as amended, 
agreed to. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 


minutes before seven o’clock, 
until To-morrow, Ten o’clock. 


The Duke of Marlborough. 


{COMMONS} 





Reports, &e. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 13th August, 1903. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
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UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
They have agreed to Auchterarder 
Town Council Order Confirmation Bill 
without Amendment. 


Amendments to Hastings Harbour Bill 
[Lords] without Amendment. 


PETITION. 


SOUTH AFRICA (COST OF GARRISON). 


Petition from London, against contribu- 
tion by India ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR 
DEPARTMENT). 

Copy pvesented, of Ninth Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the 
United Kingdom, 1901-2 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


“OPTIONS” AND “FUTURES” IN 
FOOD-STUFFS (LEGISLATION). 

Copies presented, of Reports from the 
Canadian Government and from His 
Majesty’s Representatives abroad on 
legislative measures respecting gambling 
in “Option” and “Future” Contracts as 
regards food-stuffs [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, amending the West Manchester 
Light Railways Order, 1899, and author- 
ising the construction of additional light 
railways in the parish and urban district 
of Stretford and county of Lancaster 
(West Manchester Light Railways (Ex- 
tensions and Amendment) Order, 1903) 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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Returns, 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the parishes of Wotton 
St. Mary (Without), Barnwood, Huccle- 
cote, and Brockworth, in the county of | 
Gloucester (County of Gloucester (Glou- 
cester and Brockworth) Light Railways | 
Order, 1903) [by Command]; to lie upon | 
the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the | 





{13 Aucust 1903} 


Reports, &e. 1154 
MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Copy presented, of Two Orders in 
Council of 10th August, 1903, (a) varying 
the dues payable in respect of the Basses 
and Minicoy Lights ; and (b) confirming 
three Merchant Shipping Ordinances 
enacted by the Governor and Legislative 
Council of Hong-Kong [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, AND 
MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council 


Light Railway Commissioners, and modi-| of 10th August, 1903, altering the Scale 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, of Light Dues set out in the Second 
authorising the construction of Light Schedule to The Merchant Shipping 
Railways in the city of Gloucester (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act, 1898 [by 
(Gloucester Corporation Light Railways Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Order, 1903) [by Command]; to lie upon | 





the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Oopy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, amending the Callington Light 
Railway Order, 1900, Callington Light 
Railway (Extension of Time) Order, 
1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN TRADE AND 
; INDUSTRY. 

Copy presented, of Memoranda, Statis- 
tical Tables and Charts prepared in the 
Board of Trade with reference to various 
matters bearing on British and Foreign 
Trade and Industrial Conditions [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 12th August; Mr. Lough]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 347.] 


LUNACY (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of 52nd Report, 
with Appendices, of Inspectors of 
Lunatics (Ireland) for the year 1902 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Board 
of Education for the year 1902-3 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


| DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
1865. 


| Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
| dated 10th August, 1903, making Rules 
and Regulations for the Dockyard Port 
of Queenstown [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of Two Orders in 
Council of 10th August, 1903, entitled 
The Niger Navigation Order in Council, 
/1903, and the Niger Transit Order in 
Council, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


| 


| PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, (1899). 


| Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 11th August ; The Lord Adv- 
cate]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 348.] 





PAROCHIAL MEDICAL OFFICERS 


(SCOTLAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
20th July; Mr. Cathcart 


ner 
Vason|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 349.] 





ASSESSMENTS (COUNTIES, CITIES, AND 


BURGHS) (SCOTLAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
—— 10th August ; Sir John Stirling- 
axwell] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 





be printed. [No. 350.] 
282 
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LOCAL TAXATION (SCOTLAND). 


{COMMONS} 
| 31st day of December, 1902, which filed 
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Reports, ke. 


Copy presented, of the Annual Local | 4 prospectus and to which certificates to 
Taxation Returns for Scotland for the | commence business have been granted, 
ear 1901-2 iby Act]; to lie upon the | stating— 


able, and to be printed. [No. 351.] 


CYPRUS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 12th August; Mr. Pierpoint] ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | oi saad Maen tk, ak 


(No. 352.] 


(1) The date of registration. 

(2) The date of the prospectus. 

(3) The amount of the nominal capital. 
(4) The amount of each share. 

(5) The amount issued or to be issued 


(6) The amount offered for subscription 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH | in cash. 


COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 


31st December, 1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT, 1902-3. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 7th August ; Mr. Grant Lawson); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 353.] 


AFRICA. 


(No. 10, 1903) Copy presented, of 
Despatch from His Majesty’s Minister 
at Brussels respecting the Commission 
for the Protection of the Natives, insti- 
tuted by the Government of the Inde- 
pendent Congo State under the Decree of 
18th September, 1896 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3058 to 3065 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FRENCH LAW OF ASSOCIATION. 
(MISCELLANEOUS, No. 4, 1903). 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the application of the French 
Law of Association to Institutions of 
British origin [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRANSPORTS (SOUTH AFRICAN WAR). 

Returns presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 5th August; Mr. Buchanan) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 354.] 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Return ordered “ (I.) Of the Companies 
registered during the year ended the 





(7) The amount underwritten. 


Annual Account presented, of Receipts | (8) The commission for underwriting. 


and Disbursements for the year ended | 


(9) The minimum subscription _re- 
quired. 

(10) The amount allotted before com- 
mencing business. 

(11) The amounts per share payable 
on application and allotment. 

(12) The total directors’ share qualifica- 
tion, if any ; and 

(13) The date of the certificate to 
commence business. 

(II.) Of the Companies registered 
during the year 1902 which filed a 
prospectus, but to which certificates to 
commence business have not been 
granted, stating the particulars specified 
in (I.) so far as they are applicable. 

‘IIL.) Of the Companies registered 
during the year 1902, which filed a 
declaration that the Company does ‘ not 
issue any invitation to the public to 


| subscribe for its shares.’ 


(I[V.) Of the Companies registered 
during the year 1902 which have not 
filed a prospectus or a declaration that 
the Company ‘does not issue any 
invitation tothe public to subscribe for 
its shares,’ and stating the particulars 
specified in (I.) so far as they are ap- 
plicable. 

(V.) Of the Companies which were dis- 
solved or struck off the register during 
the year 1902. 

(VI.) Of the total number of Com- 
panies dissolved during the year 1902 
(1) by order of Court ; (2) after volun- 
tary liquidation; and (3) pursuant to 
the provisions of Section 7 of The Com 
panie: Act, 1880, and Section 26 of The 
Companies Act, 1900. 

(VII.) Of the total number and 
nominal paid-up and considered as paid- 
up capital of the Companies registered 
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Questions. 


during the year 1902 in London, Edin- 
burgh, and Dublin respectively, dis- 
tinguishing Limited Companies from 
Unlimited, and Companies registered 
with a nominal capital from Companies 
registered without such capital. 

(VILI.) Of the total number and _paid- 
up capital, including the amounts con- 
sidered as paid on vendors and other 
shares, of all Companies having a share 
capital which were on the register on 
the 30th day of April, 1903, except such 
Companies as were in course of liquida- 
tion or removal from the register under 
the provisions of Section 7 of The Com- 
panies Act, 1880, and Section 26 of The 
Companies Act, 1900. 


{13 Aucust 1903} 


Questions. 1158 


grants of the Carndonagh and Burton- 
port Railways, in County Donegal, that 
the station accommodation at Pennyburn 
would be insufficient for the iereased 
traffic expected over the new lines ; and, 
if so, will he say whether the amount of 
the grant has been paid to the London- 
derry and Lough Swilly Railway Com- 
| pany ; and, if so, what steps have been 
|taken by them to carry out the under- 
taking to erect a suitable station. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) No grant 
was made to the Lough Swilly 
Company for the erection by them at 
Pennyburn, Londonderry, of a suitable 
station. 





(IX.) Of the total number and} 
nominal capital of the Companies regis | 
tered*in England, Scotland and Ireland | 
respectively, in every year since the | 
commencement of The Companies Act, | 
1862, to 1902, inclusive. 


Balance of Money Collected for Relief 
of Distress in 1844. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


(X}) Of the fees and capital duty paid |Home Department if he can state in 


in respect of Registered Companies during 
the year 1902.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


DEPARTMENT OF 
AND TECHNICAL 
(IRELAND). 
Return ordered, 

names of 


AGRICULTURAL 
INSTRUCTION 


“showing (1) the 
permanent officials of the 


Department onthe Ist day of May, 1903; | 
(2) description of office ; (3) salary and | 


travelling expenses ; (4) date of appoint- | 
ment and previous employment; (5) | 
tenure of office: ” 

* And, similar Return of officials em- | 
ployed by the various County Councils 
in [reland in carrying out the provisions 
of the Agricultural and Technical Instruc- 
tion (Ireland) Act.” —(Mr. M‘Govern.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCU- 
LATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Londonderry and Lough Swilly Railway— 
Erection of Station at Pennyburn. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Secretary tu the Treasury if he is 
aware that a grant was made some years 
ago tothe Londonderry and Lough Swilly 
Railway Company for the erection by 
them at Pennyburn, Londonderry, of a 
suitable station, on representation made 
prior to the making by Government 


| whose names thesum of £12,552, 10s. 3d. 
|the balance of the money collected to 
relieve the distress in the manufacturing 
districts, was invested in Consols when 
| the account at the Bank of England was 
| closed in June, 1844; and if he will make 
‘further inquiry to ascertain how the 
'amount came to be reduced to 
| £4,965, 7s. 10d. in 1874, and what has 
| become o' this latter sum. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 1 have no power enabling me 
usefully to pursue this matter farther. 


Hastings List of Voters—Surcharge by 
Local Government Auditors. 

Mr. FREEMAN THOMAS (Hastings) : 
Toask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, in view of the fact 
that an appeal against a surcharge made 
by the district auditor for Sussex, of the 
value of copies of lists of voters supplied 
by the overseers of the parish of Hastings 
to the political agents, has been before 
him for decision for over two years, he 
will explain why there has been such 
delay in dealing with it. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I am 
sorry that there should have been delay 
in this matter, but the legal question 
involved in the case was one of difficulty, 
and has been under consideration in 











1159 Questions. 


connection with some other cases of a 
similar nature. The case has, however, 
now been decided, and the decision will 
be communicated to the parties at once. 


Application for Police Court at Dunblane. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he has 
had an opportunity of inquiring into 
the application of Dunblane Town 
Council for the establishment of a police 
Court for the Burgh; and whether the 
matter will have the attention of the 
Government. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The Secretary for Scotland has received 


a communication from the town clerk | 
of Dunblane on the subject referred to | 


by the hon. Member. Inquiries are now 
in progress. 


Delivery of Letters at Valentia Island. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): To ask 


the Postmaster-General whether he is| 
now in a position to state whether a 
letters will be) 
established in Valentia Island, County | 
Kerry; and, if so, when it will come’ 


second delivery of 


into operation. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 
A second house to house delivery of 
letters in Valentia Island would not be | 
warranted. It is doubtful even whether | 
a second service to the island during the | 
summer is warranted, but I have given | 
directions that such a service with a. 
delivery to callers at the post office shall | 
be instituted experimentally during the | 
remainder of the present summer season. | 
The arrangement will come into force as | 


soon as possible. | 


{COMMONS} 
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Questions. 
(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


I have no information on this subject, 
but I am making inquiry. 


Dismissal of_a Belfast Post Office 
Employee. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware 
that a young man named Templeton 
was some eight months ago dismissed 
for the offence of having emptied ink 
upon the head of a workman engaged 
at the post office, Belfast ; that another 
young man was in like manner dealt 
with because he withheld for a time 
information which ultimately convicted 
Templeton; that a third person who 
had been a witness to the act, and who 
also for a time refused to give informa- 
tion, was merely cautioned; and, if so, 
_whether, in view of the difference of 
_ treatment of these cases, he will cause 


| inquiry into the administration at Belfast. 





(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The case was dealt with by my prede- 
cessor in June, 1901, but I am aware of 
all the circumstances, and entirely agree 
with the decision which he arrived at. 
The difference in the treatment of the 
|two witnesses to Mr. Templeton’s mis- 
| conduct was justified by the fact that 
one officer had previously a clear record, 
while the other had not. 


Delay in Belfast Mails. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he will say the number 
of times since Ist July last the mails 
have failed to reach Belfast at 8.40 a.m., 
and the cause of these delays. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


I have been unable to obtain the infor- 


Early Closing of Straffan Post Office. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): To ask | 
the Postmaster-General if he is aware | 
that the hour of closing the post office, 
Straffan, has been altered, with the) 
result that parcels coming by the night 
mail from Dublin are detained in Straffan 
till the following morning, and not | 
delivered on application the same night | 
as hitherto ; and, if so, will he take steps 
to restore this facility. 





| mation for which the hon. Member asks 
in time to answer his Question, but | 


will communicate the result of my 
inquiries to him by letter. 


Post Office Second Division Clerks. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): To ask 
the Postmaster-General if he will state 
the number of men whose names are 
recorded in the Order in Council, dated 
15th August, 1890, as being transferred 
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to clerkships of the Second Division of | 
the Civil Service, who still remain in | 
exactly the same position in which they | 
were thirteen years ago ; will he explain 
why these men (who previous to the 
issue of the Order in Council had | 
reasonable prospects of advancement) | 
are now ignored in cases of promotion, 
although Clause 3 of the Order stated 
that nothing in that Order should place | 
them in a worse position as regards 
increments of salary, pension, holidays, 
subsistence, and travelling allowances 
than that in which they stood before 
their transfer, and notwithstanding the | 
official assurances given to them before 
their transfer that their prospects should 
not suffer; and whether he will cause an 
inquiry to be made with a view to, 
granting compensation to these men for | 
loss of prospects. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Order in Council gave power to the 
Postmaster-General, with the consent of 
the Treasury, to transfer to the Second 
Division any or all of the officers whose 
names are specified in the Schedule to 
the Order; but, as a matter of fact, 
only some of the officers in question 
were actually transferred. None of them 
remain in exactly the same position as 
they were before transfer, as they 
obtained an increased maximum to their 
scale of pay, and the majority have also 
received promotion. 


Punishment of Dublin Postmen for 
Mis-delivery of Letters. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
if he will state under what circumstances 
a departure has been introduced in deal- 
ing with mis-delivery of letters by post- 
men in Dublin, and explain why postmen 
are suspended from duty for a day or 
more in such cases ; and will he see that 
this punishment is annulled. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have no information on the subject, but 
I will make inquiry about it. 


Unappointed Postmen performing Duty | 
in Dublin Post. Office. . 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether he will state the 
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number of unappointed postmen perform- 
ing duty in the Dublin Post Office ; the 
number of appointments made during 
the past twelve months, also the number 
now awaiting appointment whose service 
is over two and a half years; and whether 
he will consider the advisability of in- 
creasing the number of appointments, so 
that assistant postmen would be appointed 
within a shorter time than at present. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have not yet received the specific in- 


|formation desired by the hon. Member, 


but prior to his Question I had instituted 
inquiry on the subject, and I will com- 
municate with him as soon as I am ina 
position to do so. 


Postal Delays between London and 
Edinburgh. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: To ask the 
Postmaster-General if any complaint has 
reached him of the time occupied in 
transmitting letters posted in the neigh- 
bourhood of Edinburgh to places in the 
vicinity of London, and vice versé ; and, if 
so, can he state the cause of the delays 
that have occurred recently. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
If the hon. Member will supply particu- 
lars of the cases to which he refers, in- 
quiry shall be made on the subject. 


Extension of the Mall—Statue of King 
Charles I. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): To ask the hon. Member for 
West Derbyshire, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, if the 
extension of the Mall into Whitehall will 
involve the removal of the equestrian 
statue of King Charles I. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) The 
extension of the Mall into Whitehall will 
not necessarily involve the removal of the 


statue of Charles I. ; but whether it will 


be desirable to shift its position depends 


/upon the exact line on which the road 
| will ultimately be formed. 


Interest on Buncrana and Carn- 
onagh Railway Guaranteed Shares. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the interest paid by the Donegal 


ee ~~ to Done, County Council 
a 
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County Council upon the Buncrana and 
Carndonagh Railway guaranteed shares 
has as yet been repaid by the Lough 
Swilly Railway Company to the County 
Council as per the Treasury agreement 
which provides tha' after payment of 
working expenses the surplus shall go 
first to re-imburse the County Council 
any dividends paid in previous half-years ; 
what, after payment of working expenses, 
has been the net surplus, and what has 
become of it. 


(.daswered by Mr. Elliot.) The pay- 
ments made by the Donegal County 
Council under the guarantee in respect 
of the Carndonagh Railway have not 
been refunded by the Lough Swilly 
Company. The Board of Works are 
advised that the payments made by the 
County Council were merely voluntary 
pay ments, and that therefore the Treasury 
agreement and Section 5 of the Tram- 
ways Act of 1883 do not apply. The net 
sirplus available since the opening of 
the line has not yet been applied, as the 
accounts are still open, pending the 
settlement of certain items in dispute 
between the Board of Works and the 
Lough Swilly Company. 


Payment of Grant to Christ Church 
School, Blackpool. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
if he will éxplain why the Board has 
declined to pay until March, 1904, the 
grant earned by the Christ Church 
School, Blackpool, before Ist July, 1903, 
although it is customary to pay fee 
grants quarterly. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) I 
presume that the grant to which the 
hon. Member refers is the fee grant 
earned by the school before Ist July, 
1903. Any instalment of fee grant due 
on or after the appointed day, as is the 
case here, is paid to the local authority. 
Any fee grant due to the managers for 


the period of the school year ending 30th 4 


June will be paid to them after the end 
of the school year, together with the 
balance of the annual grant. 
be paid earlier, as the complete Returns 
for the year must be received before the 
grant can be accurately calculated. 
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Insubordination on H.M.S. ‘‘ Drake. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH § (Gaithness- 
shire): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he can state the number 
of men of H.M.S. “ Drake” sentenced 
to imprisonment since 13th January, 
1903, and the nature of their offences. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) Be- 
tween the 13th January and the 3lst 
March last, four men belonging to 
H.M.S. “ Drake” were sentenced to 
terms of imprisonment for acts of in- 
subordination, coupled in one case with 
neglect of duty. No later statistics are 
at present available owing to the 
absence of H.M.S. “Drake ” at sea in 
connection with the manewuvres. 


Increased Dining Accommodation in 
Devonport Dockyard. 

Mr. DUKE (Plymouth): To ask the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether 
the attention of the Lords of the 
Admiralty has been called to the need 
of increased accommodation at Devon- 
port Dockyard for the men who have 
daily to take their dinners in the yard, 
and to the lack of means in the yard for 
drying the working clothes of men 
employed there in the open air ; and, if 
so, whether any steps are to be taken to 
deal with these matters. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold - Forster.) 
The attention of the Board has been 
called to the matters referred to in my 
hon. friend’s Question, and a Report on 
the subject forwarded by the Admiral 
Superintendent of the Dockyard is now 
under consideration. 


Qualified Nurses in Workhouse 
Infirmaries. 


Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he can give 
an assurance that no action will be 
taken with regard to the recognition of 
ualified nurses for workhouse infirmaries 
until full opportunity has been given 
for considering the objections taken to 
such appointments. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I can 
_assure my right hon. friend that ~o 
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action will be taken without due con- 
sideration of all representations made to 
me in connection with the Report of the 
Departmental Committee. 


Payment of Rebate on Corn. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when the rebate to corn 
merchants on stocks in hand at June, 
1903, allowed by the Finance Act, will 
be paid. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The claims 
received are being examined as rapidly 
as possible, and over £40 000 has already 
been paid. The remaining claims are 
well in hand, and I hope that they will 
all be disposed of in the course of a few 
weeks. 


Issue and Payment of Exchequer Bonds. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will 
explain how it is that in the Return of 
Public Income and Expenditure between 
Ist April and 8th August, 1903, the 
issue of Exchequer bonds appears as 
£7,000,000, and the amount paid off as 
£5,000,000, whereas in the prospectus 
issued on behalf of the Treasury on 24th 
July the total issue of Exchequer bonds 
is stated as £6,000,000. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The pros- 
pectus had reference only to the bonds 
issued to the public, which amounted to 
£6,000,009. Bonds of the former issue 
held by the National Debt Commissioners 
were renewed to the amount of 
£1,000,000 on the terms realised by the 
public tenders. 


Income Tax — Addresses of People to 
whom Money has been Lent. 

Mr. GROVES (Salford, S.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he will state on what authority surveyors 
of taxes insist on traders giving the 
names and addresses of customers to 
whom they have advanced money, and 
make a separate assessment on interest 
received by such traders from borrowers 
upon which they have already a'lowed 
the tax. 
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(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) It does 
not appear to beat all usual for surveyors 
to insist upon traders giving the names 
and addresses of their customers to whom 
they have lent money; and certainly 
the surveyors have no power to make 
assessments, nor would they suggest to 
the District Commissioners to make 
separate assessments on interest received 
by traders from borrowers upon which 
tax had already been suffered by deduc- 
tion. Cases, no doubi, may arise where 
a trader includes “interest” in his 
statement of profits, and claims a deduc- 
tion from assessment to income tax in 
respect thereof as having already borne 
tax by deduction. In such a case it 
would be the surveyor’s duty to require 
some verification of the statement that 
the interest had already borne tax. 
The names and addresses of the persons 
paying the interest might be necessary for 
this purpose. If the surveyor is refused 
this or any other material information, 
his only course is to leave the trader to 
appeal to the District Commissioners of 
Taxes for the allowance claimed. These 
Commissioners on appeal may at their 
discretion demand, under the provisions 
of Section 120 of the Income Tax Act, 
1842, ‘ a complete schedule of all the 
pa'ticulars required by them.” A sur- 
veyor has no power to make such an 
assessment as is described in the Question. 
The assessment is made by the District 
Commissioners, but it is often more 
convenient for all concerned that the 
information necessary for such assess- 
ment should be given to the surveyor 
in the first instance. 


Alien Immigration Commission Report. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if his attention has been 
called to the recommendation of the 
Royal Commission on Alien Immigration, 
that, to avoid any rush of immigration 
prior to the legislation suggested, imme- 
diate executive action, so far as is possible, 
should be taken; and if he will under- 
take to give that view early consideration. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1, 
have not yet had an opportunity of see- 
ing the Report ; and, in the meantime, 
lam unable to answer the Question. 
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India--Conversion of Property of Native 
States into Cash. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that it is the 
practice of political agents in temporary 
administrative charge of the States of 
chiefs in Central India to convert into 
cash such property as consists of jewelry, 
precious stones, ancient gold and silver 
coins, and other valuables belonging to | 
such States; and, if so, will he give the | 
date of any order authorising such | 
action, and state under what authority | 
political agents act in the manner. 
indicated. 

| 

(Answered by Secretary Lord George | 
Hamilton.) I am not aware of any such 
practice. 


Questions. 





| 
| 
Suspension of the Ruling Chief of Panna. | 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of | 
State for India whether the Governor- 
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Revision of Irish National School 
Teachers’ Pension Fund. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the result of 
the last revision of the Irish Teachers’ 
Pension Fund has been furnished to the 
National Education Office, or to the 
representatives of the national school 


| teachers ; and when will the next re- 


vision take place. 


(Answered by Mr. 
reply to the first inquiry is in the 
negative. The last quinquenrial investi- 
gation into the fund was completed in 
1901, and there will not be another 
until 1906. 


Wyndham.) The 


Delay in Erection of Labourers’ Cottages 
in the Strabane No 2 Rural District. 


Mr. McFADDEN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state what is the cause 


General of India in Council obtained the | of the delay on the part of the Local 


concurrence of the Secretary of State | Government Board in sanctioning a loan 
before he assumed the administration {for the erection of thirty-seven labourers’ 





of the principality of Panna, Central 
India, in September, 1891, and suspended 
the ruling chief of that State; and, if | 
not, will he quote the date of the Report | 
in which the Governor-General indicated 
to the Secretary of State the action he 
proposed to take. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) Orders were issued on the 
Ist September by the Government of 
India that, in view of the grave sus- 
picions attaching to the Maharaja of 
Panna, he must be suspended from 
power, and that the political agent must 
temporarily assume the administration 
of the State pending the result of further 
inquiry. The Government of India 
reported the action they had taken on 
the 12th September. The Secretary of 
State saw no reason to interfere with 
the exercise of their discretion in the 
matter. The Secretary of State formally 
approved the action of the Government 
of India on the 13th November, on 
being informed of their proposal to 
constitute a Court to try the Maharaja 
on the charge of poisoning his uncle. 





cottages in the Strabane No. 2 Rural 
District which was applied for some 
three years ago; and whether, seeing 
that the contract for the erection of 
these cottages has already been entered 
into, and in view of the want of proper 
housing accommodation for the labourin 
classes in the district, the Board wil 
waive any informali ies in the scheme or 
in the application for the loan. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Formal 
application for this loan was not re- 
ceived by the Local Government Board 
until the 11th of June last, and as the 
amount of the loan exceeded the pub- 
lished estimate by upwards of £27 per 
cottage, it was necessary that an advertise- 
ment should be inserted in the local 
papers setting forth particulars with 
regard to the proposed loan and the 
increase in the estimate. The Council 
was so informed on the 19th June, but 
up to the present the Board has not 
been furnished with copies of the news- 
papers containing the advertisement, 
although the Council has been asked 
for them. 
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Boyle Union Rate Collector. Ireland how many schools in Ireland 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, | had, on 31st December, 1902, an 

N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the | average daily »ttendance of seventy or 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he| more than seventy pupils, and an 

isaware that, owing to the present system | average daily attendance of fifty but 
adopted by the Local 
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Government | under seventy pupils respectively, and 
Board, Rate Collector M‘Dermott, of how many teachers were in the First 
the Boyle Union, suffers an annual loss | Class and in the First Division of the 
of £7 10s. for uncollected rates due by First Class respectively according to the 
persons in receipt of outdoor relief, and | superseded rules of the Commissioners 
that the Boyle Rural Council and the of National Education. 

Roscommon County Council have both | 


asked for the refund of this money to| 
the rate collector; and, if so, whether | (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Of the 





he will consider the advisability of pro- 
viding by legislation or otherwise a 


remedy by which the rate collector may | 
recover money paid by him in cases | 
where rates are irrecoverable owing to} 


no default on his part. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention of the 
Local Government Board has been called 
to the case of Mr. Michael M‘Dermott, a 
poor rate collector in Boyle Union, who 
is obliged to suffer a loss of £7 10s. 


national schools in operation on the 
31st December, 1902 (excluding convent 
/and monastery schools paid by capitation 
rates) there were 1,277 with an average 
attendance for the year 1902 of seventy 
pupils or more, and 1,659 with an 
average attendance for the same year of 
fifty pupils but under seventy. On the 
3lst December, 1902, there were in the 
service of the Commissioners 1,233 
principal teachers classed Second 
Division of First Class according to the 
superseded rules, and 1,147 principal 
teachers classed in the First Division of 
First Class according to the same rules. 


yearly in his income owing to being. 


compelled by the new rules to lodge out | 
of his own pocket rates which are un-| 
collectable in the town of Boyle; and | 


whether he can state what steps will be 
taken to have these sums refunded to 
this collector. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It has 


been pointed out tu the County Council | 
by the Local Government Board that | 


rates due by temporarily 
or insolvent ratepayers are not legally 


irrecoverable, but that in view of the! 


difficulty experienced by collectors in re- 
covering items of this kind the Board is 
prepared to consider any well-grounded 
application for permission to refund to 
collectors who have lodged the full 
amount of their warrants, rates which 
though legally recoverable are at the 
time uncollectable. This course suffi- 
ciently meets the necessities of the case 
and further legislation is not called for. 


Attendances in Irish Schools. 


Mr. MURPHY : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


destitute | 


Irish National Education—Closing of 
Book Stores. 

Mr. MURPHY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state what amount 
|was saved to the Treasury by the 
closing of the book stores of the Com- 
/missioners of National Education in 
Ireland; and whether, seeing that in 
consequence of such closing the prices of 
books and requisites have been increased 
/by upwards of 10 per cent., he will 
consider the advisability of using the 
saving for reducing the prices of books 
| to the pupils, or giving free requisites to 
'the very poor children. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
amount of the saving cannot be stated 
/until the close of the current financial 
| year. The suggestion at the end of the 
| Question cannot be adopted. 
| 
| 
| 


Drainage of Black River, Mohill— 
| Imposition of Special Rate. 


| Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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Ireland whether he can -tate on what 
grounds a special rate of 9d. in the £ 
for the drainage of the Black River, 
near Mohill, has been imposed this year 
for the first time on farmers who pur- 
chased their holdings on the Crofton 
estate; and whether the Land Com- 
mission can explain why this charge was 
not redeemed by the landlord before the 
sale to the tenants was completed. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Upon 
the sale of the estate the capital charge 
for drainage works was redeemed in like 
manner as a superior interest out of the 
purchasemoney of the «state. The 
charges for maintenance rates remained 
outstanding, and were apportioned 
amongst the holdings of the purchasers. 
These rates are not redeemable. 


Expenditure on Roads and New Works 
in Longford Rural District. 


Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the yearly 
amount by which the limit of expenditure 
on roads and new works has_ been 
exceeded in the rural district of Long- 
ford for the last two years ; what steps 
have been taken to check this expendi- 
ture; and whether a special inquiry 
will be held as to whether the new 
works were required in the _ public 
interest, or for the personal accommo- 
dation of certain district councillors who 
promoted them. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Aun 
application has been made to the 
Local Government Board for authority 
to extend the limit of expenditure upon 
roads in the Longford rural district 
for the year ending 30th September, 
1904, by the sum of £700. But no 
formal resolution of the County Council 
or Rural District Council to this effect 
has been received by the Board, and 
until this has been done it cannot 
consider the matter. Any excess o/ 
expenditure over the authorised limit 
in the past or current year will come 
before the auditor for review. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
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that, by order dated 24th July 1903» 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
have declined to increase the expenditure 
for roads in the union of Longford from 
£3,302 to £3,780, the amount in force 
down to the formation of Longford 
township into an urban council in 1900 ; 
that in consequence of this refusal 
contracts for the repairs of roads certified 
by the county surveyor which had been 
entered into by the Rural District Council 
of Longford have had to be cancelled, 
and that in consequence of the increase 
of prices many of these contracts had 
to be taken at higher prices than ten 
years ago ; and whether, seeing that as 
material for roads is prepared in rural 
districts in Ireland during the summer, 
loss is now inflicted on the road 
contractors by cancellation of contracts, 
and as there are no main roads in 
gounty Longford the maintenance of all 
the mail car roads to the annual amount 
of £1,280 falls solely upon the rural 
district, he will direct the Local Govern- 
ment Board to increase the limit of 
expenditure from £3,302 to £3,780. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No formal 
resolution of the County Council or Rural 
District Council applying for an extension 
of the limit of expenditure upon roads in 
the Longford rural district has been 
received by the Local Government Board. 
Until this has been done the Board 
cannot consider the matter. 


Mare Shows in County Leitrim. 


Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Department of Agriculture 
can explain why, under the operation of 
the rules for shows for mares in the 
County Leitrim, mares belonging to 
farmers in the Cloone Division, and other 
congested districts, were disqualified from 
entry for the last show of mares held 
under the rules of the Department of 
Agriculture in Mohill ; and whether he 
can state what steps will be taken to 
prevent a similar disqualification operat- 
ing against residents in the congested 
divisions in the County Leitrim in 
future. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Section 
18 of The Agriculture and Technical 
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Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899, precludes 
the Department from applying its funds 
in, or in relation to, a congested district. 
The operation of those schemes was 


therefore confined to the non-congested | 
portions of the various counties. Accord- | 
ingly, farmers resident in the congested | 


districts of the County Leitrim were 
declared ineligible to receive nominations 
for their mares under the Department’s 
Live Stock Schemes for 1903. 


Borrowing Powers of Boyle Township. 


Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state what are the total 
borrowing powers of the township of 
Boyle; what is the total of the loans 
chargeable to that area; and what are 
the objections of the Local Government 
Board to sanctioning the issue of a further 
loan of £600 to enable houses to be pro- 
vided, under the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts, in that township. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
borrowing powers amount to £7,921. 
Including a loan of £6,050 for water- 
works, which has been sanctioned, the 
total liability of the town commis- 
sioners amounts to £7,777. The 
margin of borrowing poweris not, there- 
fore, sufficient to admit of a further 
loan of £600. 


Buncrana Sewage Scheme. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that, under 
the directions of the Local Government 
Board of Ireland, the Innishowen Rural 
District Council prepared plans for a 
scheme of sewerage for the town of 
Buncrana, within their district; that 


the plans thus prepared were approved | 


of by the Local Government Board ; that 
since then, as a result of an inquiry 
held by an inspector of the Local 
Government 


Board, 
recommended ; and, if so, will the Local 
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Board, the plans thus. 
prepared have been rejected by that 
and another different scheme | 
| chemist. 
Government Board reimburse the district | 


(Juestions. 1174 
| (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) An 
| inquiry was held by an inspector of the 
Board ,into an application for a loan of 
£1,700 for a sewerage scheme at Bun- 
erana. The necessity fora proper 
sewerage system was established, but as 
the Board was unable to approve of the 
council’s scheme it declined to recom- 
mend the loan A fresh scheme having 
been adopted by the council, an applica- 
tion was made, in May last, for a loan 
of £3,000. A local inquiry was held in 
the following month, and as a result, the 
plans, etc., of the scheme were returned 
to the council for amendment in order 
to provid: for filtration of the sewage 
before its discharge into the tide. The 
council has since referred the question 
to its engineer and to the Buncrana 
Public Health Committee. 


Case of Poisoning in Maryborough Prison. 
Dr. MACDONNELL (Queen’s County, 
Leix): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his 


attention has been called to the case of 
poisoning in Maryborough prison, and 
to the fact that the medicines required 
for the use of the inmates are under 
the charge of, and dispensed by, a person 
without medical qualification ; and, if so, 
whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of appointing a duly qualified 
pharmaceutical chemist to this prison. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
hon. Member doubtless refers to 
the occurrence of January last in 
Maryborough Prison. On that occa- 
sion a number of persons took ill from 
the effects of hellebore powder, inadver- 
tently placed in their food. The powder, 
which is not a scheduled po‘son, was not 
kept in the prison as a medicine, but in 
the general stores as an insecticide for 
use onthe prison farm. No permanently 
injurious results followed, and the use 
of the powder has since been discontinued. 
All medicines for the use of the inmates 
of the prison are under the charge of 
the medical officer who dispenses them. 
It is not considered necessary to give 
him the assistance of a pharmaceutical 


council for the money thus originally | Expenditure in Government Departments. 


spent upon their advice and by their | 


directions. 


CoLonEL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
sham): To ask the First Lord of the 
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Treasury what was the total expendi- 
ture in each of the following Depart- 
ments, viz., Board of Agriculture, Board 
of Education, Home Office, Local Govern- 
ment Board, and Board of Trade in the 
years 1870, 1880, 1890, and 1900 ; and 
what was the cost in the same years of 
each of the inspecting departments in the 
Home Office and in the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) As 
the result of inquiries I have made, I 
find it will only be possible to give this 
information properly in the form of a 
Return. 


Alien Immigration. 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal 
Green, S.W.): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he will be prepared to 
introduce, early next session, legislation 
based upon the recommendations con- 
tained inthe Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Alien Immigration. 


(Answered by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) Until 
the Government have had an opportu- 
nity of considering the Report, it is, I 
fear, impossible to make any promise as 
to legislation. 


Fiscal Inquiry—Condition of Working 
Classes. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) : To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury will the inquiry now proceeding 
include an investigation into the condi- 
tions of the working classes in those 
countries which have adopted a protec- 
tive or retaliatory tariff, and will it show 
in what manner the tariff has affected 
them. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) As I 
have already said, I think it will be 
better to await the publication of the 
Returns which are in course of prepara- 
tion. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


The Maintenance of Troops in South 
Africa. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) : | beg to ask the Secretary of 
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State for War whether, pending a decision 
of the Indian Government as to contri- 
bution towards the extra troops proposed 
to be maintained in South Africa for the 
use of India in case of emergency, per- 
manent barrack accommodation will be 
erected for these troops in South Africa. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Correspondence is passing with 
the Indian Government on this matter. 
Pending the settlement of the question, 
it is proposed only to complete permanent 
barrack accommodation with accessories 
for the 15,000 men originally assigned 
as the force to be maintained in South 
Africa. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): Is 
it intended to ask India to contribute 
also towards the construction of barracks 
in South Africa ? 


Mr. BRODRIOK : No, Sir. It is not 
a@ question of India’s contributing 
towards the construction of barracks. 
Obviously permanent accommodation 
for the troops would not be constructed 
unless the troops are intended to be 
maintained in South Africa. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Will the main- 
tenance of 25,000 men in South Africa 
depend on the consent of the Indian 
Government to contribute towards their 
cost % 


Mr. BRODRICK: When I said that 
25,000 men would be permanently main- 
tained in South Africa, I said at the 
same time that it was with a view to 
providing a certain force for India in an 
emergency, and that India had been 
invited to contribute. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: That is not my 
Question. 


H.M.S. ‘“‘Minerva’s” Launch—Damage 
to Fishing Boat. 
Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 





alty whether he is aware that the steam 
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launch of H.M.S. “Minerva,” during 
the recent visit of the fleet to Bangor, 
collided with and damaged a fishing 
boat belonging to John Scott ; and, if so, 
whether he will explain why, although | 
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The suggestion made in the Question of 
my hon. friend is noted for future 
| consideration. 


| 
| 


Questions. 





Rainfall in India, 


this man at once went on board the | = 
“cc Minerva” to call attention to the | Sir MANCHERJ EE-BHOWNAGGREE 





damage done, he has not received any 
reply to his claim for compensation. 


THE SECRETARY To THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForstEr, Belfast, 
W.): No report of any such collision 
has reached the Admiralty, nor has any 
claim for compensation:been received. 
Steps, however, will be taken to ascertain | 
the circumstances in which the damage | 
occurred. As the hon. Member is pro- | 
bably aware, H.M.S. “ Minerva” is one | 
of the vessels taking part in tactical 
exercises off the coast of Portugal, and it | 
has not been possible to obtain a report | 
from her with regard to the incident. | 


| the newspapers. 
| satisfactory. 


Rosyth Naval Base. | 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, | 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether His Majesty’s | 
Government contemplate leasing or) 
feuing any portion of the area purchased 
or to be acquired for the purposes of 
the Rosyth naval base, not required for 
Government purposes, with a view of 
providing accommodation for the people | 
of the district ; and whether His Majesty’s | 
Government will entrust the develop- 
ment of such lands to any responsible 
company willing to accept a dividend of | 
5 per cent. per annum, and prepared 
to guarantee that any balance of profit | 
after such payment should be applied | 


.for the benefit of the town to be created, | 


so as to ensure that the town will be laid 
out on hygienic principles and with due 
regard to the amenities of the present 
and of future inhabitants. 


| (Bethnal Green, N. E.): I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for India what is the 
| most recent Report received regarding 
| this year’s rainfall up to date in India, 
_ and if it has been sufficient to permit of 
| sowing operations in the principal agri- 
| cultural districts; and whether he has 


| any official Reports expressing apprehen- 


| sion regarding a failure of crops. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GrorGE HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The latest informa- 
tion on the subject is given in the 
Viceroy’s telegrams of 8th and 12th 
August, summarising the state of the 
monsoon and present agricultural pros- 
pects, which I have communicated to 
These Reports are 


The Sugar Convention. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer a 
Question of which I have given private 
notice—namely, whether, with regard to 
the proclamation just issued, forbidding 
the importation of sugar from Russia, 
Denmark, and the Argentine Republic, 
it is the intention of the Government to 
issue such a proclamation when Parlia- 
ment is not sitting, and if so, at what 
intervals; why Spain and Roumania, 
which are also condemned by the per- 
manent Commission, are not included in 
the prohibition ; what quantity of sugar 
was received through German ports from 
Russia last year, and directly from the 
Argentine Republic, and whether im- 
ports on the same scale have been going 


'on this year up to the present; and 


whether any exemption from the effect 


_of the proclamation will be permitted for 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Until the 
areas required for all prospective naval 
establishments at Rosyth have been 
allotted, it is not possible to say definitely 
whether any, and if so what, part of the 
property will be available for feuing 
purposes, or to determine how any 
building sites can best be dealt with. | 


existing contracts, in accordance with the 
precedents made in dealing with corn 
and coal. 


*Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Etxiot, Durham): 
(1) Fresh proclamations will be issued 
when required, in accordance with the 
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findings of the permanent Commission ; 
(2) Spain and Roumania were not in- 
cluded, because their exports of sugar to 
this country are quite inconsiderable ; (3) 
the Customs cannot give the figures of 
sugar received through German ports 
from Russia; (4) the amount of sugar 
received from the Argentine Republic in 
1902 is given in the House of Commons 
Paper, Cd. 1632, as 809,000 cwts. 
During the seven months of this year the 
amount received was only 178,000 ewts. ; 
(5) there is no analogy between the 
duties on corn and coal, which were im- 
posed, without warning, in the Budget, 
and sugar, where there has been eighteen 
months’ warning, the date of the Conven- 
tion being 5th March, 1902. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is it the intention of 
the Government not to prohibit imports 
from countries which are condemned, 
and from which we have been receiving 
no sugar, but from which we may get 
sugar. Will it be legal to bring in sugar 
from Spain and Roumania ? 


*Mr. ELLIOT: I will report that Ques- 
tion to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Will the pro- 
hibition apply to sugars produced at 
refineries where Russian or Roumanian 
sugars are used ? 


*Mr. ELLIOT: That Question, too, 
had better be addressed to my right 
hon. friend. 


Church Schools—Provision of Prayer 
Books. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
if he will state how many local authori- 
ties have acted upon any circular or 
other communication of the Education 
Department that they are bound to find 
copies of the Book of Common Prayer 
for Church Schools ; whether any local 
authorities have objected to the 
circular; and, if so, what course the 
Education Department propose to take 
upon the subject. 


*THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WiLtiam ANSon, Oxford Univer- 
sity) : No such cireular has been issued, 
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nor, so far as I am aware, has any ques- 
tion as to the supply of Prayer Books 
arisen except in regard to certain schools 
in Gloucestershire, and in these latter 
cases all that has happened is that the 
Gloucestershire Education Committee 
sent @ circular to the voluntary schools 
on the subject, and the Board of Educa- 
tion, being appealed to by the Managers, 
communicated with the local authority 
as follows— 

‘*T am to point out that Section 7 (1) of the 
Education Act, 1902, provides that the Local 
Education Authority shall maintain and keep 
efficient all public elementary schools within 
their area which are necessary. It appears to 
the Board of Education that where religious 
instruction is part of the curriculum of a school, 
whether such school be a Council schovl or a 
voluntary school, the obligation imposed on 
the local education authority to keep the 
school efficient extends to the religious instruc- 
tion, and that it will therefore be the duty of 
the authority to provide such books, etc., as 
may be necessary to enable the religious 
instruction to be properly given in accordance 
with the terms of Section 7 (6) of the Act. 
The use of these books at any time outside the 
ordinary school hours will be a matter for 
agreement between the local education 
authority and the managers, who may 
possibly, for Sunday-school purposes, prefer 
that the books should be their own property.” 

I have no other information on this 
matter. 


Appointments Under the Irish Land Bill. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg toask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if there will be any 
tests of efficiency in the case of appoint- 
ments consequent on the passage of the 
Land Bill ; and, if so, in what manner 
and by whom such tests will be applied. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WyNbuam, Dover) : It is 
not at present practicable to estimate 
the extent of the new Department. But 
the selection of persons to fill appoint- 
ments in it will be made on the principle 
of choosing the men best qualified by 
knowledge and experience. All nomina- 
tions and appointments will be made by 
the Lord-Lieutenant. 


Upper Masserene Drainage Tax. 
Mer, JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state the amount of 
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the drainage tax paid in that portion 
of Upper Masserene lying between 
Lough Portmore and Tunney and the 
extreme portion of County Antrim, 
including Aughagallon, Aghalee, and 
Ballinderry ; whether he can state the 
amount of the outlay on the drainage 
works in that area, and how it was 
expended. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commis- 
sioners of Public Works cannot state 
the actual expenditure on works executed 
within the limited area mentioned. A 
loan of £100,000 was issued for works 
in the entire drainage district ; the loan 
has long since been repaid; the pro- 
portion of this advance, including 
interest, charged to the lands specified 
in the Question, was £24,840. The out- 
lay was on the improvement of the 
channel of the Bann and its tributaries, 
the erection of bridges and other works 
required in the drainage district. 


Aghalee Labourers’ Cottages. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the amount expended on the site, the 
laying out of grounds, and the buildings 
in connection with the erection of 
labourers’ cottages in the Aghalee rural 
district ; how much of the amount has 
the District Council received, and what 
is the cause of the delay in paying the 
unexpended balance; and whether, see- 
ing that a number of fresh applications 
have been recently made for labourers’ 
cottages in this district, he can state 
whether the applicants have complied 
with all the requirements, and what 
efforts have been made to procure sites 
so that the work may be proceeded 
with. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A loan of £1,500 
was sanctioned. It included £280 for 
the acquisition of land, £1,180 for build- 
ing ten cottages, and £40 for miscel- 
laneous expenses. The sum of £1,300 
has been advanced. The balance (£200) 
will be paid when some defects in the 
cottages have been remedied. The 
further applications referred to in the 
second part of the Question have not yet 
been brought before the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 
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Gun Licences in County Galway. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a rifle licence was refused 
to H. J. Bailey, of Galway, by J. C. 
Gardiner, R.M., notwithstanding the 
recommendation signed in his favour by 
a number of magistrates, and that a 
gun licence was refused by the same 
magistrate to Frank Bailey, of Galway ; 
and, if so, whether he can state the 
grounds upon which such licences were 
refused. 


(Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the issue of licences to keep firearms is 
one for the consideration of the resident 
magistrate. The applications to which 
the hon. Member refers have been 
referred to Mr. Gardiner for further 
consideration. The provision in the 
Peace Preservation Act of 1881, com- 
pelling a resident magistrate to grant a 
licence on the production of a certificate 
signed by justices of the peace, was 
repealed in 1886 by the Government of 
that day. 


Irish Telephone Service. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
lack of trunk telephonic service in 
Ireland ; and, if so, whether he will en- 
deavour to place the telephone service 
in Ireland on alevel with that of Great 
Britain. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E): I have recently received a copy of a 
Resolution on the subject of the telephone 
trunk service in Ireland from the Cork 
Industrial Development Association, and 
I shall be glad to consider any requests 
for extensions in Ireland on the same 
conditions as are applicable in other 
parts of the United Kingdom. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.E.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General if his attention has been called 
to the advisability of extending the 
trunk telephonic system to important 
towns in the South of Ireland in the 
interest of the development of Irish 
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trade; will he state whether an appli- 
cation has been made to the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Com- 
pany for accommodation at Limerick 
Junction suitable to admit of the work- 
ing of a trunk switch there ; and if so, 
what is the resu't of the negotiations. 
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received a great many communications 
on this subject since I gave my answer in 
the House,+ and the hon. Gentleman will 
not be surprised, perhaps, to hear that the 
communications were of a very varied 
character, some supporting the view I 





expressed, some contravening it. My 





| general impression, for what it is worth, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I|% that my original statement was not 
have recently received a copy of a re | substantially incorrect. 
lution passed by the Cork Industrial | ; 
ievelepantan Auiadataneilling attention | Mr. HARWOOD: The right hon. 
to the importance of trunk telephonic | Gentleman is aware that all the organised 
communication in the South of Ireland, | bodies of workers and employers were 
and I shall be glad to consider any | represented at the meeting. 
applications for extensions of the trunk | 
system on the same conditions as are Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
applicable to such extensions in other the question is whether this committee 
parts of the United Kingdom. Appli- was authorised to come to the decision to 
cation has been made to the Great which it apparently came, and it is upon 
Southern and Western Railway Com- | that point that I gave my answer to the 
pany for increased accommodation at | House. I have heard very different 
Limerick Junction with a view to Opinions expressed in regard to it. 
arrangements for the connection of 
Tipperary and Mallow with the trunk | Alien Immigration. 
system. The railway company are) Mr.CLAUDE HAY: I begtoask the 
unable to provide additional space, and | First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
I have asked for a further report as to} Government propose forthwith to adopt 
the possibility of using the existing | measures, not requiring recourse to 
telegraph office, but I fear that this Parliament, to prevent the immediate 
will be a matter of much difficulty. ‘increase in the immigration of undesir- 
able aliens contemplated by the Royal 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Then, | Commission on Alien Immigration as a 
are the mercantile community in Ireland | result of the publication of their Report. 
to understand that if the railway com-| 
pany refuse to grant these facilities) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report has 
at Limerick Junction they will be) no doubt just been issucd, but as far as 
deprived of these advantages ! Iam aware it is not yet in the hands of 
| any members of the Cstioninind. and it 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | is therefore clearly impossible for me to 
They say they are unable to provide any |give any statement at this stage as to 
further space, but I am trying if some | the course that ought to be adopted in 
other arrangement cannot be come to. Consequence of the Report. 


Fiscal Inquiry. | SHEEP SCAB BILL. 


Mr. HARWOUD (Bolton): I beg to| Lords Amendment to be considered 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he | forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 
has now received information as to the 
representative character of the joint} TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
meeting of cotton employers and workers| Lords Amendments to be considered 
held in Manchester on 21st July, which forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 
almost unanimously condemned the pro- 
posed fiscal changes. | BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


+ See (4) Debates, exxvi, 1451. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaFour, Manchester, E.): I have 
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MARINE STORE — (IRELAND) 


Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Revenue 
Bill, without Amendment. 


Amendments made by this House to 
the Amendments and the Consequential 
Amendments to Irish Land Bill, without 
Amendment, and do not insist on their 
Amendments to which this House has 
disagreed. 

That they have agreed to : Conse- 
quential Amendment to Licensing Acts 
(Scotland) Consolidation and Amend- 
ment Bill, without Amendment. 

That they have agreed to: Public 
Buildings Expenses Bill, Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill, Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes (No. 2) Bill, Patent Office 
Extension Bill, without Amendment. 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill, with 
Amendments. 
Amendment to Amendments to: 


County Courts Jurisdiction Extension 
Bill, without Amendment. 

Light Load Line: That they com- 
municate Copy of Report from the 
Select Committee appointed by their 
Lordships in the present session of 
Parliament, together with the Minutes 
of Evidence, Proceedings of the Com- 
mittee, etc. 


KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT ROOMS 
(HOUSE OF COMMONS). 


First Report brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 355.] 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 
Order for Committee read. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord George HAmitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): fhe limited audience to 
whom the Secretary of State has annually 
to expound the Indian Budget in this 
House makes the absence of any past 
well-known and regular attendant a 
noticeable incident. Since the last dis- 
cussion of Indian finance there has passed 
away from amongst us one who took 
deep interest in all questions relating to 
India. The death of Mr. Caine has 
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deprived this Assembly of a notable 
personality, of one in whom sincerity of 
purpose and geniality of manner were 
combined to a remarkable degree, and 
who, as a critic and opponent of the 
Indian Government and its policy, con- 
trived to perform what he considered to 
be his duty without exciting either 
dislike or anger amongst those whom he 
criticised. Though to me he was a 
constant opponent, I deeply regret his 
loss, both on personal and_ political 
grounds. He was one with whom I 
was ever ready to co-operate, and his 
devotion to India and the task which he 
had imposed upon himself were as 
sincere as they were successful. 


The three financial years with which 
I have to deal run from 1st April, 1901, 
to April, 1904; and the general tenor of 
the financial results of those years is 
very satisfactory. In reviewing them, I 
will abstain, as far as practicable, from 
recourse to a multiplicity of figures, 
using only such as are necessary to 
indicate the general tendency and trend 
of the revenue and expenditure with 
which I have to deal. We budgeted in 
the financial year ended April, 1902, for 
a surplus of £690,000. That surplus 
steadily grew, until it attained the 
dimensions of £4,950,000, or an increase 
of £4,260,000 over the original estimate. 
This satisfactory result was due to a 
considerable increase in income and a 
very large reduction of expenditure. The 
two causes which mainly contributed to 
the reduction of expenditure were the 
large contributions from the Imperial 
Exchequer for the use of troops in South 
Africa and China and the very satis- 
factory returns from the railways, which 
gave a net result of £1,000,000 in excess 
of the original forecast. For the year 
ended April, 1903, we estimated a 
surplus of £936,000. The revised 
Budget three months back showed a 
surplus of £2,740,000 ; and the closed 
accounts now put it at £3,190,000. 
Therefore it is satisfactory to note that 
in each of these two years there has been 
a steady and continuous improvement 
in the realisation of surpluses. For the 
first time this year the revenue and 
expenditure of the districts known as 
the Berars are included in the accounts 
of the Indian Government, and I shall 
subsequently givean explanation for the 
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inclusion of figures connected with those 
territories. There was also a payment 
of £480,000 from Imperial funds for 
military purposes connected with China. 
On the other hand, this Budget made a 
special provision of £1,400 ,000 to the pro- 
vincial Governments in reduction of land 
revenue and in increasing grants for the 
maintenance and _ enlargement of 
provincial establishments. 


The most satisfactory feature, both in 
this, as well as in the finance of the pre- 
ceding year, 1s the steady growth of 
every branch of revenue—Customs, Ex- 
cise, assessed taxes, and salt—which is 
connected with the consuming capacity 
of the people. The growth is small if 
the vast population affected is taken into 
account, but it has been continuous, 
showing that, though the movement 
may be slight, it is an advance both in 
material prosperity and spending power. 
In considering the Estimates for the 
next year, we had behind us large realised 
surpluses for three years in succession, 
and with such an experience we felt 
justified in taking a somewhat more 
sanguine estimate of our revenue for the 
forthcoming year. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in India is not in as happy 
circumstances as his financial brother in 
this country. It would puzzle the 
ingenuity, I think, of any financier to 
devise any fresh taxes which would 
bring in any very considerable increase 
of revenue. Although the taxation is 
very light per head if you take the enor- 
mous population of India, still the existing 
system practically includes all sources of 
revenue. The remission, still more the 
abolition, of taxation, however small in 
amount, becomes, therefore, to the Indian 
Finance Minister a question of immeasur- 
ably grayver import than it is tothe more 
happily cireumstanced Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in this country. If a mistake 
or miscalculationis made it cannot easily 
be remedied, and there is, in addition, 
always the danger hanging over India of 
a shortage of rain, which, if it occurs over 
any considerable area of that continent, 
not Only curtails the revenue, but at once 
imposes heavy charges for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of a provisional 
system of poor relief, the cost of which 
is defrayed, not as here out of local rates, 
but out of Treasury funds. 


Lord George Hamilton. 
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f@ Notwithstanding these unquestionable 
drawbacks to the reduction of taxation, 
we considered it necessary to give to the 
taxpayers considerable remission this 
year. Assuming that the sources of 
revenue remained unchanged, we found 
that we might safely forecast a surplus 
of £2 250,000 after balancing that income 
against all sanctioned expenditure. It 
did not seem to us to be fair to the tax- 
payers in India that we should budget 
for such a sum, and if any reduction of 
taxation was contemplated it was clear 
that the first tax to be reduced was the 
salt tax. We propose to reduce the salt 
tax by 20 per cent. Though there is 
little direct taxation in India, such as does 
exist comes down very low into thescale 
of material comfort and the means of 
subsistence. In this country a!l incomes 
below £160 a year are fully exempt from 
the income tax; in India all incomes 
above Rs.500, or £33 a year, are subject 
to its operation. We determined, there- 
fore, to raise this exemption to Rs.1,000, 
or £66 per annum. The result of these 
two remissions was to reduce our surplus 
by £1,320,000. Deducting this from 
the surplus we could otherwise cofint 
upon, we were left with an estimated 
surplus for the year of £948,000. I am 
glad to say that later Returns which have 
reached me, show that we may anticipate 
a considerable addition to this sum, 
because the reports of the fall of rain are 
satisfactory. Therefore I think we can 
dismiss from our minds any idea of 
there being any scarcity of food or 
deficiency in the harvest in India this 
year. 


In accordance with practice we spend a 
large sum this year upon remunerative 
public works, and we propose to devote 
to that purpose £8,834,000. Of this 
sum only £4,686,000 will be raised by 
loan or through the railway companies, 
the remainder being found trom revenue 
and cash balances. The practice which 
for many years past has prevailed of 
devoting, either ont of surpluses or from 
expenditure charged to revenue, large 
sums annually to the prosecution of re 
munerative works is now bearing good 
fruit. The unproductive debt under 
this process is steadily diminishing, and 
the returns of railway ard irrigation 
works with equal certainty are becoming 
a larger and larger source of revenue. 
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A two-fold sinking fund is thus estab- 
‘lished, which enables the Indian Govern- 
ment to meet various calls upon them for 
the promotion of the efficiency of both 
civil and military establishments, to a 
considerable extent, without imposing 
additional taxation. 
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That part of India known as the Berars 
is now included in the Imperial accounts, 
and I will give the reasons for this in- 
corporation. Every student of Indian 
history is aware that during the latter 
days of Lord Dalhousie’s administration 
he was compelled to resort to summary 
action in order to make the Nizam of 
Haidarabad comply with his financial and 
military obligations towards the supreme 
Government. Into the merits of that 
protracted controversy I do not now 
propose to go; but the financial arrange- 
ment agreed upon by treaty, was one 
under which the Nizam transferred to 
the British Government, as security for 
the fulfilment of his military obligations 
and for the support of the Haidarabad 
Contingent, that fertile piece of territory 
known as the Berars, the Indian Govern- 
ment undertaking, after paying off the 
cost of administration, to defray the ex- 
penditure of the contingent and then to 
hand over any surplus that might accrue 
to the Nizam. This arrangement has 
not worked altogether satisfactorily. The 
Nizam and his Government complained 
that the administration was unnecessarily 
expensive, and that they did not get the 
surplus they ought to have. Those in 
authority in Berar contended that the 
anomalous and uncertain conditions sur- 
rounding their administration prevented 
the establishment of that confidence and 
continuity in changes and_ reforms 
which is undoubtedly associated with the 
administration of other territory which 
is permanently under British rule. 
This transfer of administration took 
place some fifty years ago, and from 
that time to now the inhabitants have 
had the advantage of a system of land 
revenue, of Law Courts and education, 
and of public works, far superior to that 
prevailing in the contiguous territories of 
Haidarabad. It would have been impos- 
sible, in the interests of those who for two 
generations had become habituated to 
such methods of administration, to 
transfer them back to a lower and inferior 
form of government. Successive Viceroys 
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versy; but the inherent difficulties of 
coming to an arrangement fair alike to 
the Nizam, the British Government, and 
the inhabitants of the Berars were such 
that none of them had been able to 
suggest a plan preferable to that devised 
by Lord Dalhousie. The subject was 
recently broached to the Nizam, and 
Lord Curzon took the opportunity of a 
visit to him during last autumn to 
propose fresh arrangements. The Nizam 
responded with such promptitude and 
evenmindedness that, in the course of a 
few interviews, they came to a new 
agreement in every sense more satis- 
factory. This arrangement reaffirms the 
Nizam’s sovereignty over the assigned 
districts, and he gives a perpetual lease 
of the administration to the British 
Government. The Nizam receives, in- 
stead of a fluctuating revenue, an 
annual fixed rent of 25 lakhs, and in 
addition he has received an immediate 
credit of 41 lakhs in respect of the 
amount held by the Administration of 
the Berars as a working cash balance. 
This arrangement enables us to combine 
the civil administration of Berar with 
that of the Central Provinces, and to 
promote economy and efficiency in ad- 
ministration. As regards [the military 
charges, we have already been able 
to effect certain improvements and 
economies. The Haidarabad Contingent 
is incorporated in the Indian Army, 
and it has been at once possible to re- 
duce the actual number of regiments 
without any sacrifice of military strength. 
The whole negotiation was conducted 
by the Viceroy with characteristic 
energy and skill, and its confirmation 
has. | am glad to say, been eminently 
satisfactory to the Nizam, who, as the 
first of the great Indian princes, headed 
the deputation of that body at the Delhi 
Durbar to render homage to the King- 
Emperor of India. 
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Turning to the finances, this is the 
first time that any great reduction of 
taxation has been made in India for 
twenty years. That period has, to the 
Indian Government, been one of anxiety 
and suspense. They have had to deal 
with cycles of bad harvests and un- 
precedented droughts, with currency 
perplexities, with military reforms and 
administrative advancement entailing 





had endeavoured to solve this contro- 


increased and progressing expenditure ; 
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and yet at the end of th's period Indian 
finance emerges stronger in its credit, its 
stability, and its recuperative power 
than it was at the commencement of that 
period. My critics, both in this House 
and outside, have found fault with my 
Estimates on previous occasions on the 
ground that they have been too san- 
guine; but when each successive year 
has shown that, if I erred at all as regards 
the figures I used, it was in under-esti- 
mating my revenue, another form of 
criticism has been devised ; and it was 
insinuated that, even if my figures were 
correct, they were paper figures and 
incapable of realisation, and that only 
when a large remission of taxation had 
been made could they believe in the 
substance and reality of my surpluses. 
Now that this year I have been able to 
make these large reductions I hope that 
my critics will discuss Indian finance 
from a rational point of view, and will not 
dispute that which is absolutely undeni- 
able, but will impartially examine what 
are the strong and the weak points in the 
system and structure of Indian taxation 
and expenditure. The surpluses of the 
last three years have amounted to 
£1,670,000, £4,950,000, and £3,050,000, 
and the first of these years was one of 
exceptional drought, and consequently of 
very large famine expenditure. Indian 
revenue, therefore, has shown, both in 
good years and bad years, a remark- 
able stability. At first sight it may seem 
curious that in a country which derives 
its revenue almost entirely from agri- 
culture the income should show so 
well. India, as we all know, is subject 
to an insufficient or very fluctuating rain- 
fall. But the fact is that the climate of 
India compensates one part for the 
drought of another. India is so vast, 
and its climate so variable, that there has 
never been knowna year, not even of the 
most exceptional drought, when its food 
supply was insufficient for the support of 
its whole population. If one large portion 
of the country suffers from lack of food, 
others benefit by the high prices thus 
promoted, and the law of compensation 
has so distributed over this vast country 
loss and gain that even in the blackest of 
famines in the West large profits are made 
by the agriculturists in the East. 





Those who are conversant with Indian 
finance talk a good deal of the 


external trade of India and of the 
Lord George Hamilton. 
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development of certain great industries. 
The external trade of India is good. 
The manufactures of cotton and jute 
and the mining of gold and of coal have 
developed considerably during the past 
few years. But it is not until we take 
the numbers of those engaged in these 
industries, and compare them numerically 
with those engaged in agriculture, that 
we realise how puny is the aggregate 
employment given by all non-agricul- 
tural industries contrasted with the 
enormous agricultural population. Cot- 
ton employs and maintains 430,000, 
jute 144,000, coal 100,000, other mines 
60,000. But the agricultural population 
in British India alone numbers 
192,000,000 ; and although subsidiary 
industrial employments will be the valves 
and conduits by which we can diminish 
the pressure of this gigantic population 
on the soil, the prosperity of India 
almost entirely depends upon the condi- 
tion of agriculture and those engaged in 
it. The agricultural methods of India 
are in many parts deplorably backward, 
and have remained unchanged and 
unimproved for centuries. ‘This has 
engaged the attention of the Govern- 
ment. Active steps are being taken by 
the Government of India for its im- 
provement, and under the superinten- 
dence of an inspector-general and his 
staff, substantial progress has been made 
in the development of agricultural 
inquiries and experiments. A body of 
experts and chemists have been associ- 
ated with the various agricultural 
departments. A wealthy American, 
Mr. Phipps, gave a magnificent donation 
to the Viceroy of £20,000, to be devoted 
to what Indian purpose he chose ; and 
Lord Curzon has decided to devote it to 
an agricultural research laboratory. It 
is further proposed by the Government 
to establish in connection with the 
laboratory an agricultural college and a 
large experimental farm, so that the 
theory and science and practice of 
agriculture can be progressively taught. 
If this scheme succeeds it will be easy to 
multiply such institutions in other parts 
of India, and not only do much towards 
improving the condition of agriculture, 
but to offer a field of employment to a 
section of the community of higher intel- 
ligence and ability than are ordinarily 
associated with agricultural pursuits. 
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There is another experiment which we 
made some time back in connection with 
the agricultural classes which is very in- 
teresting in its results. As the House is 
aware, one of the great evils of the 
agricultural population of India is its 
indebtedness to the moneyed classes. The 
founders and promoters of the various 
systems of land settlement now in oper- 
ation throughout India were desirous 
t» so limit the demands of the Govern- 
ment upon the cultivator or owner, as to 
leave him a considerable annual margin 
of profit, which might form security for 
advances should he be desirous of bor- 
rowing for the improvement of his 
holding. A low land assessment, full 
proprietary rights, were the security 
and inducement for capital to be lent, 
whilst the Civil Courts gave to the money- 
lender exceptional facilities for re 
covery. Capital and land improvement 
were thus harnessed together for the 
reciprocal benefit of each interest. 
These ideas, though in strict accordance 
with the accepted economic theories of 
Western Europe, have worked dis- 
astrously in India, and the indebtedness 
of the cultivator to the moneyed classes, 
and the steady alienation of land from 
the agricultural to the non-agricultural 
classes, have over large portions of India 
become a social and political danger. In 
the Punjab the evil assumed such dimen- 
sions that there arose a strong request 
for legislative remedies. But no remedy 
could be effected which did ,not curtail 
existing proprietary rights by prohibiting 
alienation, and if this was done the 
selling value of land would diminish, the 
security for loans would be lessened, and 
the rate of interest increased. The 
question then arose, Would these drastic 
measures, if adopted, give offence to the 
owners of the land and the cultivators of 
the soil? A Bill was prepared and 
brought into the Legislative Council of 
the Governor-General to be applied to 
the Punjab. A series of lively and in- 
teresting debates took place ; there was a 
marked difference of opinion on the sub- 
ject, and the opponents and supporters of 
the Bill were composed indiscriminately 
both of Europeans and natives. The 
Government decided that it was neces- 
sary to interfere. The Bill was sent 
home for the sanction of the Secretary 
of State, who has unrivalled expert 
advisers on these questions, and they 
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unanimously came to the conclusion that 
the Bill should become law. A full report 
of its working during the first year of its 
operation in the Punjab has been re- 
ceived. It has justified the predictions 
of both its friends and supporters. It has 
stopped alienation, succeeded in checking 
and diminishing sales of land, and its 
restraining influence on mortgaging and 
other forms of indebtedness has been 
marked. On the other hand, the selling 
value of land has fallen, the rate of in- 
terest has risen, and the credit of land- 
holders has been curtailed. I am glad to 
say that so far from the Act becoming 
unpopular in consequence, the Financial 
Comwissioner of the Punjab reports— 

“There is no doubt that one effect of the 
Act has been to contract the credit of zemin- 
dars, but as far as can be gathered from the 
cistrict reports, this contraction of credit is 
viewea by the generality of the zemindars 
themselves as a relief. It has led to a sensible 
reduction in the expenses connected with 
social and family ceremonies, which have 
hitherto been regarded as necessary evils.” 

Referring to its effect on the money 
lenders, he says 

“In several districts it is mentioned that 
money-lenders are devoting their capital to a 
more healthy and legitimate class of business 
in the direction of dealing wholesale and retail 
in foodstuffs and other common commodities.” 
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He concludes by saying— 

“On the whole the Financial Commissioner 
is able to say that the Act is workiog even 
better than he hoped it would. Last year be 
thought the great experiment promised well, 
and this year he is fully confirmed in that 
opinion. 

Therefore, if the Act continues to work 
well, its principle can without difficulty 
be applied with modifications to other 
parts of India, and thus we shall have a 
general and effective remedy against the 
most serious mistakes our well-intentioned 
legislation has inflicted upor India. 

In a densely-populated and long settled 
agricultural country like India no rapid 
growth of public revenue is to be ex- 
pected, and if I claim stability as one 
characteristic of Indian income, I must 
admit that it is neither elastic nor ex- 
pansive. Its annual growth is estimated 
at about 24 per cent., and from the ex- 
perience of the last fourteen years I do not 
think that it can be safely put higher. 
When we turn to the expenditure side, 
its most satisfactory feature is the small 
amount of the dead weight charges in 





connection with the debt. There is no 
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great Government whose unremunera- 
tive expenditure is, in proportion to 
income, so small as that of India. But, 
small as it is, I am glad to say itis yearly 
decreasing. This is due to the practice 
of devoting every year not only surpluses 
of revenue over expenditure, but even 
portions of the annual current expendi- 
ture itself to the construction of such 
reproductive works as railways and 
eanals. In the railway account there are 
charged against railway revenue the 
terminable annuities, by which in fifty 
years the Indian Government obtains 
possession of a magnificent property in 
the guaranteed railways. Sir Edward 
Law made an interesting calculation on 
# commercial basis of the assets and 
liabilities of India, and the result is very 
satisfactory. The public debt and lia- 
bilities of India in April last were 
£224,000,000. This included temporary 
and unfunded debt, liabilities for Post 
Office Savings Banks, and provident 
funds. The capitalised amount of lia- 
bilities on account of railways was 
£94,800,000, and there were various 
minor obligations of £5,500,000, making 
a total commercial indebtedness of 
£322,800,000. Against this has to be put 
the commercial value of railways and 
canals created and in working order. 
Sir Edward Law took the net annual 
income of the last three years of these 
enterprises, and capitalised it at twenty- 
five years’ purchase. This gave asum of 
£264,000,090 sterling, and, adding to this 
the cash balances and reserves, loans and 
advances to Native States and corpor- 
ations, which amount to £37,000,000, we 
have total assets of £301,000,000. De- 
ducting this from the total liabilities, 
we get a net result of _liabi'ities 
over assets of £21,000,000. Small as 
this amount is now it will steadily 
decrease, and I am confident there is 
no Government in the world which can 
show so satisfactory a balance-sheet of 
its assets and liabilities. 


Now let me say a word in connection 
with currency. The finance of no Govern- 
ment can be satisfactory if it is associated 
with a discredited and depreciated cur- 
rency. I claim for the Indian Govern- 


ment that the success of the currency 
policy recently adopted has enormously 
increased their whole financial system. 
Let me shortly recapitulate what it has 


Lord George Hamilton. 
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done. The foundation of the change was 
the attempt to give to the rupee an 
external exchange value in gold of 1s. 4d. 
That scheme has now been four years in 
full operation. Taking the annual average 
external value of the rupee for purposes 
of exchange for the last four years, it 
only shows a variation of 4 per cent., 
while the exchange during the past year 
—that is, the year 1902-03.—varied only 
1-4 per cent. During the same period 
the fluctuation in the price of silver— 
which had previously governed the price 
of the rupee—was 14:7 per cent. The 
benefit thus conferred upon Indian mer 
chants, exporters from and importers 
into India, is incalculable. It has given, 
in place of the slippery shifting value of 
the old silver rupee, the stable foundation 
of a gold standard upon which to frame 
their enterprises and calculations. Whilst 
the exchange value externally of the 
rupee has risen, and without difficulty 
been maintained practically at the rate 
of 1s. 4d., internally prices have not been 
adversely affected. In fact, the prices of 
commodities of general consumption have 
risen rather than fallen. By reducing the 
number of rupees to be remitted to this 
country to meet gold obligations, surplus 
after surplus has been secured during the 
past four years, and the present remission 
of taxation is mainly due to the success of 
our currency policy. Neither has any 
difficulty occurred of obtaining and re- 
taining in our treasuries the gold neces- 
sary for exchange of notes or rupees coined 
in silver. Sir Edward Law reports that 
gold coins, though demanded by bankers 
chiefly for remittance purposes, are little 
used in local circulation. We have in 
the currency reserve about £9,000,000, 
and in the gold reserve in this country 
about £4,000,000 invested in gold 
securities. I saw that in the debate in the 
Legislative Council of the Viceroy it was 
said by some native gentleman that the 
rise in the external value of the rupee 
had increased taxation internally by the 
amount of the difference between the 
external value of the rupee when the 
Mints were closed and its present quota- 
tion. I think only a moment’s considera. 
tion is necessary to upset that contention. 
If a rise in the exchange value of the 
rupee means an increase in internal 
taxation, then a fall in that exchange 
value would mean a lightening of internal 
taxation. The exchange value of the 
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rupee during the last twenty-five years | 
has pt in Fe from twenty-four pence 
to twelve pence. Was taxation during 
that time diminished 50 per cent. ? Taxa- 
tion was not so affected, and, if a fall does 
not diminish taxation, then a rise in the 
exchange value does not raise it. 


Now let me pass on and examine 
what is undoubtedly the weak part of 
our financial system. It has no practical | 
taxable reserves; and I cannot better 
illustrate this weakness than by exam- 
ining the two taxes, portions of which | 
we remitted this year. The income tax | 
in this country is a vast financial | 
reserve. It can be raised and lowered 
without commercial or financial incon- | 
venience, and its yield per penny in the 
pound is steadily increasing. The 
income tax in India differs in one 
material sense from the similar impost 
in England, inasmuch as agricultural 
incomes are exempt from its operation ; 
and as agriculture is the main source of 
wealth in India, the income tax there 
only falls upon official and industrial 
incomes and those derived from invest- 
ments other than land. In England all 
incomes below £160 are exempted from 
this impost ; in India all incomes above 
£33 were till this year subject to it. A six- 
penny Indian income tax upon its present 
assessment brings in about £1,290,000 ; 
in England a penny income tax gives 
£2,475,000, or almost exactly double | 
the full yield of a sixpenny income tax | 
in India—that is to say, a halfpenny 
income tax here brings in the equivalent 
of a sixpenny income tax in India. An 
extra ld. or even 2d. in the pound has 
not been an infrequent method by which 
Chancellors of the Exchequer balance 
their revenue against a sudden rise of 
expenditure ; but to bring in an amount 
equal to 1d. in the pound here an Indian 
Finance Minister would have to impose 
an extra shilling in the pound income 
tax. This will give some idea of the 
scanty resources behind the Indian 


Treasury, so far as direct taxation is | 
concerned, compared with those avail-_ 


able here. Estate and succession duties 
here are another great source of annual 
taxation, but the laws of inheritance in 
India preclude the possibility of applying 
this method of increasing public revenues 
so as to bring in any large amount. 
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The other tax we have reduced is the 


salt tax; but this, again, illustrates the 


tenuity of our indirect taxation. This 
is the most prolific of our indirect taxes, 
but it is very high upon the ad valorem 
value of the commodity itself. Salt in 
India is supplied from three sources 
—partly from salt mines and lakes in 
the North, partly from manufacture by 
evaporation in the South, and partly by 
imports from Europe; but it 1s all sub- 
ject toa uniform tax. The tax was 
Rs.24 per 82lb. This represents a 1,000 
per cent. tax upon the salt from the 
mines and lakes, and 214 per cent. upon 
the retail price of imported salt. 1 
have always been in favour of a large 
reduction of this tax. We have reduced 
the tax 20 per cent., and I am watching 
with great interest the result. Unless 
all my experience and knowledge of 
taxation is at fault, I believe the con- 
sumption will so increase in the course 
of a few years—already in the three 
months of this year there is a very con- 
siderable increase—as to make good the 
whole of the present remission. And if 
my forecast be correct, in this way we 
may create a financial reserve by en- 
couraging the consumption of a neces- 
sity of life liable to taxation, and in an 
emergency realising upon the improved 
consumption we have thus created a 
higher revenue than on the rate remitted. 
But this is the only reliable financial 
reserve that can at present be named, 
and this reserve is not yet in existence. 


On the other hand, expenditure is 
increasing, and under pressure of in- 
fluences which no Government can per- 
manently resist ; for we have established 
a system of administration which has 
for its ideal and aim a standard not of 
Asiatic conventionality, but of Euro- 
pean conception. The Viceroy, with 
indomitable energy, has reviewed, 
inspected, and inquired into the various 
branches of administration with a view 
to raising their efficiency. (Hear, hear.) 
Education, police, land revenue, railways, 
irrigation, famine administration— 
| each has in its turn been overhauled, and 
| in each case recommendations have been 
made resulting in a larger outlay. And 
though there is reason to believe that 
this increased expenditure will be a good 
reproductive investment, still at the out- 
| set of each reform, or step in advance, it 


| 
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entails unavoidable expenditure. Sani- 
tary improvement, supplies of pure water, 
increased facilities of communication and | 
progressive municipal life are each in| 
their turn making increased demands | 
upon local resources. The local cesses 
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ment in the control of the military 


expenditure is somewhat anomalous. 
Over the native army it has full and 
complete control, but over the European 
army that control is much more limited. 


which defray all these demands are un-| After the Mutiny, the white army of the 


distinguishable in their incidence from 
the land revenue, and in consequence an 
addition to it. I fear that, quite inde- 
pendent of any other call upon the 
revenues of India, the objects which I 
have enumerated, praiseworthy and 
necessary of attainment though they 
may be, will in the course of the next 
few years absorb the greater part of the 


present surplus and the annual incre-| 


ment of increased yield from existing 
taxes. Therefore it behoves us, flourish- 
ing though our'finance may apparently be, 
to carefully scrutinise and overhaul all 
demands for increased expenditure. 


That naturally brings me to those 


old East India Company was abolished 
and incorporated in the Imperial British 
| Army, and from that time till now the 
War Office stands to India in the 
position of a contractor who has a 
| monopoly of the article required. I 
| believe the arrangement to be, from an 
| Indian point of view, the cheapest that 
| can be devised. But it is open at times 
| to self-evident drawbacks. The founda- 
| tion of the arrangements then made, and 
‘still in force, is that while ths War Office 
| will give India, within limits, the white 
| soldiers she wants, the Indian Govern- 
| ment are under an obligation to give to all 
| transferred to the Indian establishment, 


disbursements which are heaviest, and at | a daily rate of pay not less than that 
the same time most necessary of all the | which is received in other parts of the 
expenditure incurred by the Indian | Empire. This rate of pay is governed 
Government—namely, the military estab-| by the condition of the labour market 


lishments of India. I am old-fashioned 
and economical; and during the eight 
years that I have been Secretary of State 
I have endeavoured, and not without 
success, to fight against that expansion 
of military establishments which has 
characterised the policy of all the great 
Governments of the world. The white 
army in India, when I came into office, 
was 74,000 men ; it is now 75,300. The 
native army was 145,000; it is now 
148,000. When we take into consider- 
ation the number of the population 
amongst whom this army is stationed, 
the size of the country in which order 
has to be maintained, and the extent of 
the frontier to be defended, the number 
of officers and men upon the Indian 
establishment is surprisingly small. It 
cannot with safety be reduced ; and, in the 
opinion of many competent authorities, it 
ought to be increased. But though the 
numbers give little signs of expansion, the 
expenditure during this eight years has 
risen from £15,200,000 to £17,700,000 ; 
and this increase is mainly due to the 
necessity of re-armament, so that the 
equipment of the whole of the establish- 
ments, both European and native, should 
be brought up tothe latest standard of 
military efficiency. 
Lord George Hamilton. 


| where the men are recruited, and that 
| happens to be within the richest country 
_in Europe and the highest rate of wages. 
The wages fluctuate according to the 
prospects of the community within 
which they circulate. If higher pay is. 
given here to the soldier, it is associated 
with a rise of wealth in the community 
to whom the Government offer the 
higher rate of pay. But India has no 
corresponding advantage; she has to 
pay, not according to the standard of 
her wealth or her labour market, but 
according to the standard of wealth here, 
and she has no option if the soldiers she 
wants cannot be otherwise obtained. The 
correspondence which was recently 
published relating to the increase of pay 
sanctioned to the British soldier in India 
illustrates this anomaly. But to any- 
body who is not conversant with Cabinet 
practice and procedure, a perusal of these 
Papers may lead to a misunderstanding, 
as the impression might be created on 
those who read them that the War 
Office, suddenly and without any con- 
sultation, informed the India Office of 
its determination, and that in conse- 
quence the Indian objections to this 
increase of pay were not in the purview 
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cf the Cabinet when they decided upon 
this rise. It may, therefore, be as well 
to state somewhat more fully what was 
the origin of the increase of pay. To- 
wards the close of the preparation of 
the Army Estimates for the year 1902-3 
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the Secretary of State for War informed | 


the Government that, in the unanimous 
opinion of his military advisers, they 
could not undertake to m intain the 
establishments at the necessary strength 
during the ensuing year unless there was 
a considerable rise in the inducement to 
join the Army. It must be recollected that 
at that time we were engaged in a serious 
war. A Cabinet Committee was at once ap- 
pointed, of which I was a member; and 
it very carefully investigated the matter, 
4s it was clear that any rise in the pay 
here would have to be given to the 
3ritish soldiers who were quartered in 
India, 


| emoluments to which they are entit 
The Government subsequently | 


considered the question, and every objec- | 


tion taken in the correspondence, urged 
either by the India Office or the Govern- 
ment of India, was present to the mind of 
the Cabinet when they arrived at their 
decision, 


I was not able to adopt the ordinary 
and recognised procedure of officially 
consulting the Government of India 
on the matter. If it had become 
known that the Government had under 
contemplation the idea of largely increas- 
ing the pay of the British soldier, all re- 
cruiting for the time being would have been 
stopped ; and it therefore became neces- 
sary to adopt measures of extreme pre- 
caution to ensure secrecy in this matter. 
The Government of India is double- 
headed, and consists of two considerable 
Councils, and it would have been almost 
impossible to have followed the procedure 
laid down by Act of Parliament, and 
have addressed them officially on the 
matter, without a risk of the proposition 
becoming known. I therefore adopted 
the course of placing myself in semi- 
official communication both with the 
Viceroy and my military advisers; and 


there is no objection contained in these . 
Papers which the Government of India | 
subsequently urged against the proposal | 
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regards this increase of pay. We agreed 
to pay the extra 2d.; we objected to 
paying the whole 6d. I did not adopt 
the suggested argument of the Viceroy of 
India, because it was one which, if re- 
course was had to arbitration, would not 
have stood the test of argument. But I 


stated with absolute accuracy in my cor- 


respondence with the War Office what the 
position of the Indian Government was, 
and the only ground upon which they 
could claim exemption from the full 
burden of the charge then imposed upon 
them. I may as well read these two 


| paragraphs, written on 22nd April— 


“4. Solong as the British soldiers stationed 
in India, and forming part of the Indian 
establishment, are recruited for, and form 
part of, an Imperial force serving in all parts 
of the Empire, it is not possible for the Indian 
Government. to refuse to them the - and 

ed el e- 
where. 

**5. It is, therefore, from this standpoint— 
that of a sharer in the financial consequences 
of a military change which he must necessarily 
accept—that the Secretary of State in Council 
wishes to address the Secretary of State for 
War. If the scheme now under discussion 
must be generally accepted by the Indian 
Government, it ought nevertheless to be 
examined from an Indian point of view, with 
the object of ascertaining how far special 
arrangements are needed to prevent the 
additional charge upon India from a 

reater than would correspond to the additiona 

uetit that she receives.’ 


I was unable to induce the War Office 
to accede to my request, and I therefore 
obtained the sanction of my colleagues to 
refer the matter to arbitration. Some 
high authorities contend that a question 
of public policy, such as the rate of pay 
necessary to secure recruits, is not a ques- 
tion that should have been referred to 
arbitration ; but so anxious were the 
Cabinet in this matter to give India 
every opportunity of stating her case 
that these objections were waived, and 
the Lord Chief Justice was requested to 
decide upon the dispute between the two 
Departments. He has given his decision, 
and the whole charge will in consequence 
have to be borne by Indian revenues. [ 
regret the imposition of this charge—it 
has added largely to our military ex- 


that was not known both to the Com-| penditure ; but as it cannot be reduced 


mittee of the Cabinet and the Cabinet 
itself when they decided upon the in- 
crease. There was no difference of opinion 
between the Council of the Secretary of 


except by diminishing the number of 
soldiers on the British establishment, a 
| proposition to which I could not possibly 
| assent, we must accept it as a permanent. 


State and the Council of the Viceroy as | addition to Indian military expenditure. 
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It therefore behoves us to subject to| occur which would preclude them from 
‘more rigorous examination, with the ' giving any guarantee that the troops could 
view of keeping within the most economi- | with safety be so transported to India. 


‘eal limits, any proposals to meet other | This subject has been most exhaustively 
military difficulties. And this brings me | investigated during the past few months 
> I ig em omc & oan] _by a special branch of the Defence Com 
aa oO ee eee 4 t h wah = I ~ i 7 all 
shat a reserve for india shou | discussions, an had with me three 
located in South Africa, and that, towards | Anglo-Tadien generals, all men of ex- 
the extra expense which the quartering | ceptional experience and knowledge. The 
of this reserve would entail, a certain War Office was represented by Lord 
contribution should be made from Roberts and Sir William Nicholson ; so 
Indian revenues. Now, Sir, this pro- | that every military authority present was 
posal has met with great opposition, and an Anglo-Indian general, and every one 
on the ground that it is asking India of them had a personal knowledge, from 


to bear a charge which legitimately | 
fills upon Imperial revenues alone. | 
But such allegations show a com- | 
plete misunderstanding both of the 
origin and of the nature of the proposal. 
The proposal arose as follows :— The 
Steady and continuous advance of Russia, 
and the consolidation of her power in 
the immediate neighbourhood of our 
frontier, or of territory in which we have 
an exclusive political influence, is a fact | 
which cannot be ignored. I have always 
shared the views expressed by the late 
Lord Beaconsfield that Asia is big enough | 
for the aspirations both of the Russian 
and British Empires. I view the advance 
of Russia with no jealousy or special | 
apprehension ; but it is a fact that cannot 
be ignored that, year by year, the com- 
pleting of her railways and other facilities 
of communication does give her an in- 
creasing power of military mobilisation | 
on our frontiers, and of feeding and | 
maintaining those so mobilised. The) 
invasion of India is so serious a matter, | 
and would entail such gigantic expendi- 
ture, that no country or Empire, however | 
strong, would lightly undertake such a_ 
task. But it is an eventuality that can- 
not be summarily brushed on one side | 
as outside the sphere of all practical | 
politics, and it has been looked into by | 
successive Governments. Every military 
and civilauthority who has looked into the 
question, is of opinion that, in certain con- | 
tingencies, a large reinforcement of our | 
existing garrison in India would at once | 
be necessary. The Admiralty would have | 


past campaigns, of the question which we 
were endeavouring to solve. I doubt if 
it would be possible ever again to get so 
unique a combination of personal expert 
experience. The investigation was con- 
dueted exclusively from an Iadian point 
of view, and with a desire to save, as far 
as was practicable, Indian finance. There 
is an obvious method of meeting the 
difficulty, and that is by largely increasing 
the existing garrison in India. That is a 
measure which has been pressed upon me 
from various quarters, but it is one which 
I have declined to sanction, as it must 
entail a large and growing increase to our 
present military expenditure. Was there, 
then, any other place within the British 
Empire nearer to India where this reserve 
force could be located, and from which in 
time of emergency it might with certainty 
be transported to India? The Admiralty 
were unanimously of opinion that they 
could guarantee the transport of such 
reinforcements to India if they were 
located in South Africa. South Africa is 
a healthy country, and it lends itself to the 
physical development of soldiers who are 
training. The question then arose—and 
it was put entirely in the interests of 
India—W ould it be possible for the War 
Office to make any arrangements by 
which this additional force should be 
maintained in South Africa to be at the 
call of India in any emergency which 
might arise? And the Secretary of 
State, after consultation with his military 
advisers, came to the conclusion that it 
would be possible to so add permanently 
to the troops located in South Africa 


to be consulted as to the transport of these ag to establish for India’s special benefit 





reinforcements ; and every Board of | this Reserve. But the cost of maintain- 

Admiralty with which I have any acquaint- | ing this extra force would be very heavy ; 

ance, has been unanimous in stating that | and it seemed only reasonable that, if 

naval difficulties or combinations might | it was located there for the benefit of 
i 


Lord George Hamilton. 
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India, India should in some degree con- | 
tribute towards the increased charge | 
thus created. If this scheme could be. 
carried out it would give to India a) 
great moral and material Reserve, and | 
thus give a guarantee against that | 
increase to her garrison that otherwise | 
might become unavoidable. After ot 
fully considering the matter, I came to 
the conclusion with my military advisers | 
that it was the most economical and | 
most convenient proposal that could | 
be made to meet this special difficulty. | 
I have forwarded the proposal to the | 
Indian Government, and they have’ 
taken an opposite view. They are 
opposed to it ; and in consequence the | 
Secretary of State for War has said that | 
India will not now incur the expenditure 
which otherwise she would have incurred. 
I regret, there‘ore, that a favourable 
opportunity of obtaining at so slight a 
cost to India that which we required has 
been allowed to go by, and I am afraid 
that in the course of a very short time 
those who were its most ardent oppo- 
nents will regret their action when they 
have to face the almost certain conse- 
quences of their successful agitation. 
I am waiting a despatch from the 
Government of India; but I certainly | 
say, that if Lord Curzon and Lord 
Kitchener both combine in _ their, 
objections to the scheme, I conld not 
press on the War Office an increase of. 
expenditure which they were ready to 
incur for the purpose of placing this 
reserve at the disposal of India. 

It is frequently assumed by native | 
opinion in India, that India, in 
consequence of being an _ integral 
portion of the British Empire, is sub- 
ject both to extra risk and taxation 
from which she would be free if she 
were a separate and self - supporting 
political entity. But this theory will 
not stand a moment’s examination, and 
it is an entire delusion. From time | 
immemorial, as far as history goes back, 
India has been invaded from the central 
plains of Asia until British rule, founded , 
upon a sea base and upon naval 
supremacy at sea, established itself in the 
South of India and gradually rolled back 
what, up to that time, had been the ever- | 
recurring tide of northern aggression. | 
For a century or more India has been | 
immune from the old terror of invasion | 
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by the India Office, 


|75,000 men, 
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and spoliation. She has had that pro- 
tection because she is part of the British 
'Empire. But the protection so afforded 
‘her has vitally affected our whole 
military system, for it has brought us, 
who are primarily a naval Power, to the 
boundaries and territories of the greatest 
military empire in the world. It is this 
contiguity which affects our military 
establishments and expenditure. And 
though I believe that the present 
relations and ties between Great Britain 
and India are beneficial to both, and 
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have enabled each to contribute largely 


to the other’s prosperity, the burden 
thrown upon this country of fulfilling its 
military obligations to India is a prob- 
lem of ever-increasing difficulty. Those 


_who have to solve that problem are not 


the Government of India, but the 
Imperial Government here. It is not 
from Indian, but from British resources 
that the reserves, reinforcements, and 
forces required in certain eventuali- 
ties will have to be furnished. 


Sir, it is the fashion in certain quarters 
to assume that India is constantly out- 
witted, and most inadequately protected 
in the transactions 
which occur, between her and the Imperiak 
Departments relating to payments for ser- 
vices rendered. ‘This view is widely preva- 
lentin India and inthe Press, and is enter- 
tained by many Members of Parliament. 
But all the Departments with whom I 
have to transact business of this character 


hold diametrically opposite opinions. It 


is their ingrained belief that they lose. 
rather than gain by the duties they have 
to perform, even though India pays for 
them. It is quite a delusion to suppose 
that these Departments have any wish 
whatever to make a profit out of the 
transaction, or to force on India an unfair 
or unjust bargain. They contend that it 
puts upon them certain charges for which 
the money payment by India does not 
compensate them. And there is a good 


| deal to be said for their point of view. It 


is quite true that India pays the full cost 
of what she has; but it is equally true 


,that her requirements put upon our 


military system a strain which I believe 


_no financial payments can counterbalance. 


An establishment on a war footing of 
fully trained and in the 
| prime of life, has to be located and re- 


| plenished in a tropical climate at the other 
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end of the world. This, with the increased 
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‘of a system the expenses of which may be 
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mortality inseparable from the climate e=hanced for Imperial purposes.” 


and surroundings of India, is a very | 


Upon this definition of respective 


heavy tax upon a short service system of obligations I have ever acted, and the 
voluntary recruitment in the richest tyo principles thus laid down every 


industrial community in the world ; and, 


heavy as it is, it is only the vanguard of 


what in time of emergency might be 
required. It is a very difficult problem ; 
and although I am often attacked for not 
adequately defending the revenues of 
India, no one who has been behind the 
scenes and had a long experience of 
official administration, can come to any 
other conclusion than that, on the whole, 
the arrangement made is not an unfair 
one, and that the home Departments do 
not make a profit out of it. The views I 
am now expressing are the result of a long 
and almost unique experience of the work- 
ing arrangements between the War Office 
and the India Office. Originally I believed, 
when I first went to that Department 
nearlythirty years ago, that India did,and 
was intended to, get the worst of the 
bargains made, andI was instrumental 
in moving for a Select Committee that 
sat thirty years ago to inquire into that 
question. But the greater my know- 
ledge and experience became, the more 
have I been compelled to modify my 
original opinion. Though it is my duty, 
as Secretary of State, to protect to the 
best of my ability India in the multi- 
farious pecuniary transactions in which 
we are involved with other Departments, 
and although I am constantly in con- 
troversy, and sometimes in collision 
with those Departments, I find no wish 
on their side to make a profit out of any 
of the services rendered to India; nor 
do I find any evidence of any fixed 
intention on their part to force upon us 
unfair bargainson terms. The principle 
that should govern these inter-Depart- 
mental controverses is well and 
succinctly summarised in the language of 
the celebrated Select Committee of 1874, 
before which Lord Salisbury, the Duke 
of Cambridge, and Mr. Cardwell all gave 
evidence — 


‘‘Your Committee cannot lay down too 
strongly the position that the English Esti- 
mates ought not to be relieved at the expense 
of Indian revenues, but that the Secretary of 
State for India in Council has the constitutional 
right of refusing to pay for objects in which he 
considers that [India has nointerest At the 


same time, India, as a component part of the 
Empire, must be prepared to share in the cost 


Lord George Hamilton. 


Secretary of State has observed. The 
system is really one of give and take, 
|and it is only on that principle that the 
present arrangements can be worked. 
The reason in favour of the South African 
scheme was that, if it was convenient to 


' the War Office, it was economical to India. 


The widespread interest felt in the 
term of Lord Curzon’s tenure of his 
present office has shown itself in various 
Questions addressed to me upon the sub- 
ject, and I will, therefore, explain more 

_ fully than is possible in a Parliamentary 
answer the reason for the arrangement 
we hive made. The past five years have 
been years of exceptional activity in 
India. Questions of the utmost import- 
ance relating to railways, irrigation, 
police, education, land settlements, and 
famine administration have been ex- 
haustively investigated, and in each case 
Commissions of high authority have 
' made recommendations of a far-reaching 
character. The Viceroy himself has in- 
spected and reviewed many branches of 
Government action. There is, therefore, 
a mass of questions waiting to be dealt 
with, and the evidence is ready on which 
conclusions could be based. It seemed to 
us that it would be greatly to India’s 
disadvantage if the Viceroy, who by his 
personal vigour had himself initiated all 
| these inquiries, left office before he had 
time to put into shape and to ensure the 
acceptance and establishment of the 
reforms and improvements proposed. 
There is no legal limit to the tenure of 
_ Office of the Governor-General of India, 
though usage has confined it to five 
years, but that ison the ground that 
five years hard work ina tropical climate 
isas much as most strong men can 
,stand. But if a Viceroy leaves India fo- 
Europe, he ipso facto vacates his office. 
Lord Curzon’s five years would terminat~ 
in January next. His Majesty's Govern 
ment sounded him as to his willingness 
toremain for a further period. He 
accepted the proposition provided his 
health and strength would allow him to 
stay on, but the strain of his extra- 


| 


|ordinary labours during the past five 
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years rendered it more than pro- 
bable that, before a further pro- 


jongation of office, he would require 
a holiday of three or four months in 
Europe. Lord Curzon will, therefore, 
anyhow remain in India till the end of 
April next. If his health will then 
enable him to take up a fresh term of 
office we propose to extend it for a 
period of two years. Butif he requires 
a holiday and comes to Europe he will 
vacate his office, but be re-appointed, on 
his return, for a period of not more than 
two years in addition to his original term. 
I sincerely hope that he may be able to 
undergo these fresh labours, for he 


would re-enter upon the office under 


singularly favourable auspices. The 
gigantic organism of India, inert though 
it may be in normal times, has, by the 
the events of the last five years, been 
stimulated to unwonted activity. The 
terrible calamity in the West of India 
originated for the relief of the afflicted 
measures of extraordinary magni- 
tude and efficacy, and there has been 
produced in the minds of the sufferers 
not only gratitude for the succour so 
given, but a new sense of hope and trust 
in the power and goodwill of the British 
Government to protect them from 
calamities hitherto uncontrollable. At 
the Delhi Durbar—that great assemblage 
which met to do homage to the King- 
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Chair (for Committee on East India 
Revenue Accounts).” 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) expressed his regret that the 
arrangements of the Government were 
such that they never permitted a discus- 
{sion upon the Indian Estimates before 
| this period of the session, and the noble 
| Lord the Secretary for State, he thought, 
| should endeavour t™ remedy this state of 
| things. As the Vote for the salary of the 
/noble Lord did not come before the 
| House for criticism, some opportunity 
'should be given for discussing the 
| important questions raised by this matter 
| before the last day but one of the session. 
Once more it was necessary to com- 
plain that the Indian Budget was not 
| brought on earlier in the session, when 
| more than a handful of Members were 
| present, The stacement which the noble 
| Lord had made of the increasing revenues 
| of India was a justification for the Motion 
| which he now brought forward for the 
_ abolition of India’s import duties on manu- 
‘factured goods. Twenty years ago the 
settled policy of abandoning these duties 
was adopted, but the fall of the rupee in 
| 1894 brought about their re-establish 
-ment. To-day the exchange was steady 
and favourable, and in 1895 the Secre- 
, tary of State had admitted that the 
_re-consideration of the duties would 
,be desirable as soon as_ financial 





Emperor — the representatives of the equilibrium was established in India. 
races, creeds, and nationalities of one-| Troublesome times and famine came ; 
sixth of the whole world’s population | Lancashire not only waited, but did 
were congregated together, and _ all | something to assist India in her troubles. 
present at that ceremony felt instilled | Employers and operatives joined hands 
into them a higher appreciation of! and raised a fairly large sum of money 
the immensity of the organisation to|to help them. They did that because 
which they individually belonged, and a| they knew that India needed help, and 
quickened sense of national unity and|that anything which assisted India 





power. Let us, then, hope that these | 
newly-awakened influences may, under 
the firm and prescient guidance of Lord 
Curzon and the superlative services of | 
which he is for the time being the head, | 
'be able to give their undivided attention 
to the development of those agricultural, 
industrial and educational projects 


would in the long run be to the benefit 
of Lancashire. Their only object was 
to relieve distress and ultimately to do 
good to their trade. These duties were 
not defended on their merits, it was 
admitted that they were put on only 
for revenue purposes to meet certain 
financial difficulties. That being so, the 


without whieh India can never,hope to | only point he had to make clear was 


attain among the nations of the world a 
place commensurate to her population 
and her resources. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


that the time had come for the abolition 
of the duties, and that there was a 
demand for their abolition. During the 
past five years the Indian Budget had 
shown large surpluses, estimated to 





“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 


amount to £14.774.000, or an average 
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of nearly £3,000,000 per annum, and | tion of that part of the Empire, and that 
this year there was to be a reduction of | notwithstanding the expenses of famine 
and the constantly recurring incidents of 


the salt tax by 25 per cent., while the 
limit on 


incomes for assessment for) 


income tax had been raised from £33 to | 


£66. 
was an estimated surplus of £1,000,000, 
which the right hon. Gentleman hoped 
would be exceeded. That was more than 
sufficient to cover the loss caused by the 
removal of the import and Excise duties 
on cotton yarns and piece goods. That 
being so, surely the time had come when 
the right hon. Gentleman should keep 
the promise made some eight years ago. 
The cotton trade were not adopting a 
selfish attitude. They desired that India 
should be relieved of the Excise duties, 
that they should compete on fair terms, 
that the tax on the industry there should 
be removed at the same time as it was 
removed from the industry here, and 
that the other trades in this country 
which exported goods to India should 
be relieved of this burden. The financial 
difficulty, to meet which the duties 
were imposed, had disappeared ; therefore 
the duties ought also to disappear. The 
cotton trade was at present in such a 
condition that the relief afforded by the 
removal of the duties would be greatly 
welcomed by everybody concerned. A 

' large and representative deputation had 
waited on the Secretary of State, but the 
reply, though courteous, was not satis- 
factory. Resolutions had been passed by 
employers and operatives pressing for the 
removal of the duties, and he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would now take up 
an attitude more consistent with the 
promises made by him eight years ago. 
He begged to move. 


*Sirn JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
In seconding this Motion I must con- 
gratulate the hon. Member on _ his 


Even with these remissions there | 


petty warfare, asuccession of surpluses fall 
to her lot must be a source of satisfaction 
to the Government of India and of envy 


to that of this country. At the same 


} 


time, our satisfaction at this continuing 


, surplus must be somewhat tempered by 


the reflection that it is obtained, in a 
measure, at the expen:e of the manufac- 
turers and workpeople of this country. 
I am afraid that I am one who has 
importuned the Secretary of State 
during successive sessions by Questions 
with reference to the import duties 
imposed for the first time at the 
ports of India by right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, the last time they sat on this 
side of the House. The effect of the 
answers to those Questions by the 
Secretary of State was that although he 
had now a surplus he could hold out no 
hope of a remission of the duties, 
having regard to the possible require- 
ments of India, the implication being 
that the surplus was in a measure the 
direct result of those duties. Another 
cause of this continuing surplus is doubt- 
less that, by extraordinary manipula- 
tions of the currency, by methods 
hitherto unknown, the annual loss to 
India by the fall of silver in terms of 
gold, has been checked, and as it was 
largely the loss on this account which 
gave rise to the need for raising revenue 
by means of duties, it seems reasonable, 
now that that loss has disappeared, the 
duties should also disappear, if they are 
injurious to trade, and especially to the 
trade of the United Kingdom. That 
those duties are injurious to the trade of 
the United Kingdomis, I submit, beyond 
argument ; this was clearly shown at 
the time of their imposition, as the cotton 
industry was represented in this House 


able exposition of a difficult subject, and!in sufficient numbers and force as to 


I am sure that the House has been 
pleased to listen to such an interesting 
and exhaustive statement from one who 
speaks with so much authority, as 
representing one of our greatest indus- 
tries which gives employment to such 
large numbers of our countrymen. [ 
am sure that everyone, both in the 
House and outside, will congratulate the 


finally obtain from the Government, not 
indeed the exclusion of Lancashire from 
the operation of the duties as first pro 
posed, but a countervailing duty in 
India on all cottons above a certain count, 
which was calculated to remove the pro- 
tective character of the duty proposed,. 
but other industries, smaller doubtless 
in extent, remaining subject to the duty 


Secretary of State for India on the con- | which was thus removed from Lancashire. 
tinued improvement in the financial posi- | My requests of the Secretary of State were., 
Mr. Shackleton. 


} 
| 
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in effect, now that the Indian Exchequer / 
was in funds and the primary cause of 


the necessity for the imposition of 
the duties 
duties altogether, but that if he could 
not now remit them, or if the necessities 


of India required them permanently, if, 


he will not give other trades also the 
benefit of the countervailing duty, and 
thus remove the protective character of 
the duty from those other trades which 
has been removed from the trade of 
Lancashire? I think that that is a 
reasonable request, and in accordance 
with the principles of commercial equity. 
It may be that other trades exporting 
from the United Kingdom to India are 
not so large in amount as that of Lanca- 
shire, but some of them are growing, 
and I submit that it should be the 


policy of this country to encourage that | 


growth. Reading a special article in 
The Times last year on India, I see that 
the American Consul at Bombay has 
pointed out that India is likely to be 
a fertile field for the extension of the 
boot and shoe trade, and recommends 
American manufacturers to sedulously 
cultivate it. Now, I represent a constitu- 
ency which is said to be the capital town 
of the boot and shoe trade, and in and 
around it some 50,000 people are said to 
be employed in that industry. 


3esides this, many towns and large 
villages distributed over the Midland 
counties live almost entirely by this 
trade, with which India now very largely 
competes. There are large boot and shoe 
factories at Cawnpore and elsewhere in 
India, paying wages to their workmen of 
a few pence per day, men who, [ am 
told, work the American machinery as 
well as Europeans. These factories not 
only compete in general trade in which 
they are protected by the duty, but 
large quantities of boots are purchased 
annually in India by the Government 
for the use of the Army. Boots for the 
manufacture of which plant was largely 
prepared in this country, and the orders 
having been placed in India instead, has 
caused much disappointment amongst the 
manufacturers of the Midland counties. 
Under these circumstances it will be seen 
that the duty—the protective duty— 
imposed on boots and shoes imported 
from the United Kingdom into India 
inflicts a hardship on that trade, and I. 
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removed, to remove the | C : 
|one- of the chief trades of the Midland 
| counties—a trade to which the Austra- 
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think I am not unreasonable in asking 
that the injury which the House thought 
should be removed from the trade of 
Lancashire, should also be removed from 
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lasian market, at one time a good market, 
has been closed by tariffs, and a trade 
which, in the face of severe and intense 
competition, needs new markets and the 
removal of all disabilities which it is in 
the power of the Government to effect. 
In a speech at Cambridge, in March, 
1895, the right hon. Member for East 
Fife well defined the position and asked 
what possible justification there could he 
for singling out a particular industry for 
exemption? That question has never 
been answered. 


I must here anticipate a question which 
might be asked in India, which is this ; 
“Why do you object to our getting duties 
on boots or shoes and other articles from 
Americans and Germans and _ other 
foreigners?” The answer to the plain 
and simple mind is obvious, and it is: “Get 
as much as you like from the foreigner, 
as long as you, inhabitants of our own 
Empire, do not get it out of us. Get 
them out of Germany or America if you 
like, but not out of Lancashire, Leicester- 
shire or Northamptonshire.” But that 
might lead to a controversy upon which 
it might not suit the convenience of 
the House to enter at this period. But 
it is the simple mind which will answer 
and settle these questions. The men 
who will settle them will never have 
heard of Adam Smith; they will 
be settled in the factories and work- 
shops of this country—in the marts of 
commerce, rather than the lecture-rooms 
of schools. If not in this Budget, at 
least in future Budgets, I hope that this 
injustice to trades in this country will be 
removed and the duties abolished. We 
have heard a good deal about duties 
lately, and we are promised a great deal 
more ; but I do hope—and I speak with 
great respect—I do hope that right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite may find it con- 
venient to explain why they were so 
ready to put on duties all along the line 
for the purpose of filling the Exchequer 
of India, while they object so strongly 
to any duty imposed for the purpose of 
helping to fill our own. I think that 
we have a claim on hon. Members 
opposite for their support to this Motion, 


2U 
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inasmuch as they were primarily re- | 


sponsible for these duties of which | 
complaint is made. It is true that they | 
were brought to read the old story of | 
the silver debtor and the gold creditor | 
in a very ac te form, as the finances | 
of India were thereby approaching | 
collapse; but by their action in closing | 
the mints they commenced the legisla- 
tion which has eventually restored the 
equilibrium of exchange, and therefore 
we might suppose chat they would agree 
now to the abolition of the duties | 
imposed. Here the mere mention, the 
merest suggestion, of fiscal change 
appears to agitate the country from | 
end to end, and it is indeed remarkable 
that those in this country who pride 
themselves on being professors of econo- 
mic orthodoxy should have passed over 
in silence, and without comment, the | 
establishment, within a period of seven 
years, of both protection and bimetallism 
in free trade and monometallic India. 


{COMMONS} 
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of her time-honoured institution of the 
free coinage of silver, still remains to be 
shown. This is indeed a great experi- 
ment, and an experiment which every 
economist of repute has pronunced as 
certain to be attended with grave 
danger to any State that makes it. I 
feel, however, Sir, that I cannot pursue 
that subject further to-day. I can only 


say that while India is satisfied with the 


results of these scientific experiments 
we here can only regard them with 
interest and attention, but should it so 
be that she should some day wake 
up to discover that by her abandon- 
ment of free coinage she has sacrificed 
50 per cent. of the value of her 
hoards of silver bullion, for centuries 
past the potential money of her people, 
for the smaller advantage of making the 
payment of her gold debt to England 
easier; then, in that case, I hope, that 
she will find a sympathetic ear in the 
Parliament of the paramount Power. 


_But even if India remains satisfied with 


India has indeed of late years been the | 
country of economic experiments; the 
corpus of India seems like the living 
animal in the hands of the vivisector, 
who tries what effect the removal of | 
some important organ or the shock of | 
some violent operation has upon the, 
system as a who'e; the experiment of 
duties has been apparently successful ; 
the consumers of India having stood the 
shock very well, and the revenues having 
been much benefited. I refer, of course, 
to the consumers of British India; the 
consumers of the native States do not 
like them so well as they do not share 
in the revenue, at least, directly. The 
experiment of bimetallism, or the cir-| 
culation of both silver and gold as 
legal tender money, at a legally fixed 
ratio, seems also to have been in a 
measure successful as the fluctua- 
tions and uncertainties of exchange 
between India and England seem to 
have disappeared, although they are 
as acute as ever between both England 
and India and the Far East. The 
remedy is a purely local remedy, but 
still satisfactory as far as it goes. But 


whether India, although seemingly un- 
affected at present, suffering probably 
from the numbness which succeeds a 
violent operation, whether India can 
maintain a condition of permanent 
health and prosperity after the removal 


Sir John Rolleston. 


these experiments I must still protest that 
they should not be made at the expense 
of the constituencies of the United King- 
dom, and the substance of this Motion 
is that in the first instance these duties 
were unjustifiable ; but that now that the 
first cause for their imposition has dis- 
appeared, their maintenance is doubly 
so; and, further, I appeal to the House 
generally not to continue to sanction 
legislation which must show that parts 
of the country can squeeze privileges 
from it, which other parts, though 
equally entitled, are unable to obtain. 

It is mere pedantry to contend that 
what is known as the Government of 
India is responsible. The Government 
of India is the Government of this 
country, and for the actions of the 
Governor-General and the Indian Council 
the Parliament of the United Kingdom 
is responsible. And in any inquiry into 
fiscal matters into which the Govern- 
ment are entering, or which they are 
contemplating, I hope that the system of 
India, both as regards tariffs and its 


'tinkered currency, may cccupy an im- 


portant place: and further that that 
question of stupendous importance, ex- 
change with the Far East, may also meet 
with consideration and attention. My 
excuse for taking part in this debate 


‘must be that I have seen India, and 
have been a landowner there: and the 
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glimpses that I had in this way have 
induced me to follow with keen interest 
the lines of its economy and administra- 
tion, and I must say that, although 
I think that mistakes have been 
made, yet I am not one of those who 
believe, nor do I share in any 
degree in the sentiment which is 
frequently unfortunately expressed in 
this country, that the Government of 
India, though parental in form, is step- 
fatherly in spirit, preferring the interests 
of the children of its own body to those 
of its step-children in India. On the 
contrary I believe that through all the 
turbulent scenes of their history, nothing 
more fortunate could have happened to 
that collection of States, geographically 
known as India, nothing could have 
oceurred more likely to settle them in 
a condition of permanent peace and pros- 
perity, than the establishment amongst 
them, of the Government, the absolute 
Government, of the British Crown. I 
believe that that Government is actuated 
by feelings of the utmost sympathy and 
goodwill for the welfare and the interests 
of its many millions of subjects without 
regard to colour, caste, or creed. It is, 
therefore, with reluctance that I even 
venture to criticise, and I certainly do 
not wish, by anything that might be 
said or done in this House, to increase 
in any way the difficulties of the ad- 
ministration of an Empire which is 
a duty already of stupendous respon- 
sibility, requiring a supreme degree 
of ability to efficiently discharge it. At 
the same time I cannot agree that 
the suppression of and the withdrawal of 
Indian affairs from the notice of this 
House is in the interests of either the 
Government or the people of India. 
That the interests of this House, one of 
the Chambers of the paramount Parlia- 
ment, should be aroused in Indian 
affairs is, in my opinion, desirable. 
That the actions of the Secretary of 
State and the Government of India 
should be discussed in this House is, I 
submit, as constitutional as that those 
of the Prime Minister and the Govern- 
ment of this country should be, and I 
hope that in the course of seconding 
the Motion proposed by the hon. 
Member for Clitheroe I have not trans- 
gressed ir any way the privileges which 
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the freedom of debate habitually accords 
to Members of this House. I beg to 
second. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘that,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House is of opinion that, in view of the 
satisfactory Indian Budgets in the current and 
recent years, the duties imposed in 1894-5 on 
manufactured goods imported into India should 
be abolished.’”—(Mr. Shackleton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) said that as many 
Members desired to speak on other 
subjects, it would perhaps be convenient 
that he should state the reasons why the 
Government could not possibly accept the 
Motion. He felt both surprise and regret 
at this Motion being proposed. He 
was surprised because he thought the 
view put forward by the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite had been very fully 
met and satisfied by the reply his noble 
friend gave to the deputation that waited 
on him from Lancashire. With regard 
to the pledges the noble Lord was said to 
have given, all that he said was that as 
soon as the finances of India were in a 
satisfactory condition these duties would 
have to be dealt with. He had fully 
redeemed those pledges by the changes 
which he introduced into the tariff, by 
the abolition of the duty on imported 
yarn, and the assimilation of the lower 
duty of 3} instead of 5 on the im- 
ported manufactured article to the 
Excise duty imposed on the manufac- 
tured article produced in India itself. 
Motions of the kind now under discus- 
sion were liable to give rise to mis- 
understanding, to increase suspicion, and 
to considerably diminish the respect and 
confidence the Indian people might other- 
wise feel in the House of Commons. 
Last year they discussed a Motion to put 
the salary of the Secretary of State on 
the Estimates, the object being to give 
this House more detailed control over the 
finances of India. They were finances to 
which the taxpayers of this country 
contributed nothing, and no Member of 
this House was representative of, or 
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responsible to, a single Indian constitu- 
ency. A Motion of that kind could only 
be justified on the assumption that in 
dealing with a purely Indian question 
this House was capable of looking at 
the matter from a somewhat broad 
standpoint, and capable of putting aside 
all prejudice and partiality. 





*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON said it was 


not merely an Indian question. 


*Eart PERCY said it was primarily 
zn Indian question, and it seemed 
to him that the Motion now before 
them proved that some hon. Members, 
at any rate, of this House ap- 
proached Indian questions rather more 
from the point of view of the British 
manufacturer than from the point of 
view of the Indian taxpayer. So far as 
it was an Indian question the hon. 
Member had admitted that the natives 
were not injured by the duty materially. 
They could not find inthe whole of India 
anybody of native opinion in favour of 
doing away with these import duties, 
The only opinion expressed at all by the 
native members of the Viceroy’s Council 
was not in favour of doing away with 
import duties. but of retaining them, 
and abolishing the Excise duties. His 
hon. friend took the opposite view, for 
he suggested that if the Government 
could not assent to the abolition of the 
import duties they should extend the 
system of Excise, and impose that Excise 
on all manufactured goods which com- 
peted with British imports. That pro- 
posal was certainly not made in the 
interests of either the Indian producer 
or consumer. 


He proposed first of all to deal with 
the demand for the abolition of the 
whole of the Indian tariff. He did 
not stop to notice the suggestion made 
in the Motion of the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite that they might abolish 
the Customs duties on manufactured 
articles while retaining the import duties 
on other goods. The duties on manu- 
factured articles constituted by far the 
larger portion of the yield of the tariff, 
and if they were to take off the duty on 
manufactured goods the tariff would not 
be worth maintaining at all. Cotton 
alone represented 38 to 40 per cent. of 
the whole of the imports, and the 


Earl Percy, 
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revenue derive] from duties on cotton 
represented one-sixth or one-seventh of 
the whole of the Customs revenue 
The suggestion of the hon. Member hac 
been tried more than once in the past, 
and it had invariably failed. It was tried 
by Lord Lytton in 1878, when he abolished 
the duties on cotton, and in a very few 
years that was necessarily followed by 
the abolition of the whole of the 
Customs tariff. It was tried again in 
1894, when the general import duties 
were re-imposed on articles other than 
cotton, and within a few months it was 
found impossible to maintain the ex- 
emption. Therefore, to propose the 
abolition of the duties on manu- 
factured articles was practically to 
propose to abolish the whole import 
tariff. It meant asking India to sacri- 
fice no less than £3,500,000 of revenue. 
India was unlike this country. We in 
England raised five-sixths of our total 
revenue from taxation. India only 
raised a quarter of her revenue in 
this way, and of that quarter the 
Customs revenue produced at least one- 
sixth. Anybody who made _ the 


|suggestion that India should sacrifice 


a revenue of £3,500,000 was bound to 
show one of two things—either that 
India could dispense with that revenue 
altogether, or be able to suggest some 
other source of revenue which would 
provide a_ similar amount without 
imposing a greater burden on the 
Indian people. The hon. Gentlemen, 
who moved and seconded the Motion, 
had both selected the first alternative. 
They pointed to the prosperous Budgets 
of the last few years, and proceeded to 
draw the inference that, in view of this 
prosperity, India could dispense with that 
source of revenue. The satisfaction 
with which we regarded these pros- 
perity Budgets must be qualified by 
several considerations which he would 
refer to shortly. But even if that were 
not so, it seemed to him that the 
inference the hon. Gentlemen drew was 
manifestly absurd. The fact that there 
had been for the last four years 
Budgets which showed a net surplus 
of £11,000,000 was clearly no argument 
for a further abandonment of revenue 
of £3,500,000 when all these Budget sur- 
pluses had been already allocated to 
the reduction of taxation, or to increased 
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expenditure, and were, therefore, no 


longer available for a further reduc- | 


tion. Of course it might be said that 
a succession of surpluses of this kind 
for a number of years was an argu- 
ment that there would be a similar 
succession of surpluses in future. 
He hoped that might be so, but 
it was clearly not an hypothesis which 
they were justified in reckoning upon. 
It was rather an extraordinary hypothesis 
for hon. Members to put forward 
seeing that only a few years ago they 
were pressing this House to make a 
large grant in aid of the Indian revenue. 


His noble friend had reminded the 
House that the revenue of India was 
subject to great variations and fluctua- 
tion:, and that the calls on that revenue 
were very great. He might add that 
they could hardly make the assumption 
that these surpluses would continue, 
without casting somewhat of a reflec- 
tion on the capacity of the Finance 
Minister in India implying that he was 
budgeting for a smaller surplus than 
he was likely to get, and that we were 
maintaining the taxation of the Indian 
people at a higher level than was justified 
by the exigencies and necessities of 
Indian finance. He did not deny that 
these Budgets constituted a very satis- 
factory feature. They proved the re- 
cuperative power of the country, they 
were evidence of the soundness of the 
basis of our financial system and they 
proved the elusticity of the revenue. 
The inference which he should draw 
from these facts was that we ought to 
be careful how we disturbed the basis 
of a system which had only recently 
been settled, and which had yielded such 
very surprising and satisfactory results, 
that we ought to think twice before 
we rashly surrendered any source of 
revenue which showed a capacity for ex- 
pansion,and that in determining reductions 
of that taxation we ought to select those 
which would give the maximum of relief 
to the taxpayers and involve the minimum 
of loss to the revenue. That was the 
principle the Government kad followed 
in the last Budget. They had not 
abandoned any single head of revenue. 
They had given relief where they believed 
it would be most felt—namely, in respect 
of the salt tax, income tax, and land - tax, 
and by the remission of the interest on their 
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debt to the small and impoverished States. 
He did not know that anybody in the 
House would contend that anything like 
the same relief would have been given by 
the abolition of the Customs duties. To 
abolish the Customs duties would have 
been to surrender a large and expanding 
source of revenue, but the modification 
of the salt duty only meant the temporary 
surrender of a revenue which was already 
stationary, and would, we hoped, expand 
in consequence of an increase of consump- 
tion. The reduction of the salt duty and 
the remission of land revenue were forms 
of relief which touched practically the 
whole of the very poorest classes in 


India. A relief of the Customs duty 
would do nothing of the kind. He 
observed that Sir Edward Law, the 


Finance Minister, in his speech in the 
course of the Indian Budget, estimated 
that the proportion of Customs duty 
which was paid by the very poor only 
amounted to 20 per cent. Even if that 
were not so, the surpluses at their disposal 
had not been sufficient to permit of an 
entire surrender of the Customs revenue. 
Out of the whole £11,000,000 of surpluses 
which they had had during the last four 
years they had only been able to give 
towards the relief of taxation a sum of a 
little over £2,000,000. That was to say, 
it was more than £1,000,000 less than 
they would have to surrender if they did 
away with the Customs tariff. The 
reason why they had been able to devote so 
small a share of the surpluses to the relief 
of taxation was partly that the sur- 
pluses were, in themselves, to a certain 
extent, artificial, These surpluses had 
been due to the proceeds of the counter- 
vailing duty on sugar—a new form of 
taxation which had only recently been 
tried, and which had been brilliantly 
successtul—and to the large savings 
which India had derived from the em- 
ployment of a great portion of her 
military forces in South Africa and 
China. These were temporary in 
character, and neither of them would 
have justified a large and permanent 
remission of revenue. 


The second reason why they had 
devoted so small a portion to the 
relief of taxation was the same cause 
with which they were all familiar in 
this country—namely, that the growth 
of revenue had been more than counter- 
balanced by the increase in expenditure. 
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A great many hon. Gentlemen argued 
that much of this expenditure was un- 
necessary and ought to be dispensed 
with. He did not agree with that. He 
thought, however, that it was a logical 
point of view that if they were going to 
surrender alarge portion of revenue they 
ought to begin by cutting down their 
expenditure. The increase in net ex- 
penditure could not fairly be attributed 
to the Army Vote. It had been pointed 
out that during the last eleven years the 
revenue had increased by £17,000,000, 
and that the expenditure on the Army 
had only increased by £1,500,000; and 
taking the last two decades, the proportion 
of military expenditure to the total 
revenue had fallen from 26 to 24 per cent. 
The real reasons why the expendi- 
ture had increased were the very large 
outlay on public works, especially on 
irrigation, much of which was, of course, 
of a reproductive character, but much, 
and, if the recommendations of the Irri- 
gation Committee were carried out, an 
Increasing proportion of which would 
bring in no direct return. In addition 
to that, they would have to meet in the 
future very large charges for sanitation, 
police reforms, and education, which in 
all its branches was in a seriously back 
ward condition. Hon. Members would 
see that, in view of these growing lia- 
bilities and the uncertainty of a revenue 
which depended mainly on agriculture, 
it would be folly to throw away a source 
of revenue which yielded a considerable 
sum, which imposed no serious burden 
on the people, and which violated no 
canon of the most orthodox political 
economy. He did not propose to labour 
the point whether these duties were 
protective. They were not imposed with 
that object ; and he did not think 
that they had that effect. He did not 
suppose that his hon. friend could produce 
a single authority on political economy 
who would say that a general all-round 
5 per cent. ad valorem duty involved an 
infringement of free trade principles. 
He had read the debate in the House 
of Lords on the fiscal question, and 
every ex-Viceroy of India who took part 
in it went on the assumption, which no 
one oar of disputing, that the fiscal 
system of India was a free trade system. 

on. Gentlemen on this side of the House 
voted last year for a shilling duty on 
corn without a corresponding Excise duty, 


Earl Percy, 
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and hon Members opposite were equally 
debarred from contending that the Indian 
tariff was protective because they had lately 
challenged very strongly the statement 
made by the right hon. the Colonial 
Secretary that the citizens of the British 
Empire took £10 per head of our manu- 
factures, on the ground that he had in- 
cluded the imports into India, which was 
a free trade market. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W): The 
Colonial Secretary said the self-governing 
colonies. The question was not whether 
India was a free trade market. 


*EarL PERCY said that the question 
of self-government was irrelevant. He 
admitted, however, as a matter of pure 
theory—or pedantry as he preferred to 
call it—that if you put a tax upon an 
article which could be manufactured in 
the country which taxed it, without im- 
posing an equivalent excise, that tax 
might be described as protective. 


Mr. LOUGH: That was not the 
Colonial Secretary’s statement. 


*EarL PERCY said that that was his 
own statement. So far as abstract 
devotion to free trade was concerned, 
they had already done homage to it in 
the case of the cotton duties. They had 
retained the tax on manufactured goods 
but had also levied an equivalent Excise 
duty on the native product. Nobody, 
except Lancashire, alleged that this im- 
port duty was protective. The total im- 
ports of cotton goods had steadily risen. 
He thought that Lancashire had been 
very much in error in attributing so 
much effect to the protective character 
of the old duty on yarns. That duty 
had been abolished, and yet the statistics 
showed that the Lancashire imports 
had steadily fallen off. The reason was 
the competition of the Indian mills, with 
their advantage of cheap labour, and the 
changes of native fashions. The case of 
Lancashire had always been treated as ex- 
ceptional. Lancashire had had avery large 
and avery long established trade with India 
—a trade which depended to a great extent 
for its prosperity on exports to the Indian 
market, and also to a very large extent 
on the Far Eastern market in which India 
itself was a serious competitor. The 
margin of profit on the Far Eastern 
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market was so small that it was feared 
that a very small advantage given to the 
Indian producer might turn the balance 
in his favour. The Indian mills were 
very numerous and very largely capital- 
ised, employing more than 200,000 men, 
and enjoying the further advantage 
that the Indian manufacturers drew their 
raw material from the country itself and 
consequently escaped the duty. Now, 
none of those conditions applied to the 
other trades. There was not one of them 
which had more than a comparatively 
small trade with India itself. He was not 
aware that any single one of them com- 
peted with India in the Far Eastern 
markets. Take the boot and shoe in- 
dustry, to which the hon. Member had 
referred, and in which he was especially 
interested. The bulk of that industry 
in India was carried on by the small 
village traders, to whose products, like 
the products of the hand-loom weavers, 
it was not possible to apply the Excise 
duty, and who did not make the kind of 
goods which were imported from abroad. 
The only people who might be considered 
to compete with the British manufacturers 
were the large shops in the Presidency 
towns and the owners of three or four 
large factories. The prosperity of the 
factories almost entirely depended on 
Government orders, in respect of which 
they enjoyed no advantage whatever from 
the duty, for the simple reason that 
Government stores could be imported into 
India free of duty. The large shops 
again made their goods from English 
leather which had already paid duiy, so 
that if a further Excise duty were im- 
posed on the manufactured articles they 
would be put to a very serious disadvan- 
tage as compared with the small village 
producers. He supposed that his hon. 
friend was afraid that some of these home 
trades were being seriously injured by the 
existing duties. He had no evidence of 
that at all. He had had the averages 
taken out for the four-year periods from 
1885-6 onwards. The total imports 
between 1885-6 and 1888-9 amounted to 
£37,400,000. In the next four years they 
had risen to £44,128,000. In 1893-4 
and 1894-5 the imports were abnormally 
swollen by shipments in anticipation of 
the duty. From 1895-6 to 1898-9, they 
amounted to £46,000,000; and in the 
succeeding four years they had risen to 
£51,000,000. In regard to boots and 
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shoes, the imports into India were in 
1894-5, £84,000; and in 1902-3 they 
had risen to £122,000; while as to 
other leather goods they had risen 
from £114,000 to £118,000. Of course, 
it might be said that, even if these 
duties were not protective in their 
character, they indirectly affected the 
producer by limiting the capacity of the 
consumer. That, however, was not an 
argument for extending the range of 
Excise duties, and, as a matter of fact, 
he did not think the main contention 
could be sustained. In the debate in 
the Viceroy’s Council it was stated 
that, owing to the fall in price amount- 
ing to 12} per cent. the Indian 
consumer had not paid the duty, but 
had been able to shift it very largely, 
if not entirely, upon the foreign pro- 
ducer. In any other country we should 
say that that was an ideal state of things, 
and the only reason why it was not ideal 
in the case of India was that the larger 
proportion of these imported goods 
belonged to this country. In _ other 
words, India was being asked to sacrifice 
herself, not on the altar of outraged 
fiscal purity, but on the altar of Im- 
perial sentiment. 

He recognised the large part which 
sentiment played in Imperial rela- 
tions. On occasion sentiment might 
be allowed to overrule even purely 
business considerations. He could not 
help seeing that the great obstacle at 
present to Imperial consolidation was the 
fiscal barriers which our own colonies 
had raised against the mother country, 
and that even in the case of India the 
existence of a tariff which was not pro- 
tective at all, which did not exclude 
British products, but was imposed simply 
for revenue purposes, was a constant 
source of friction, bitterness, and mis- 
understanding between the two coun- 
tries. But the suggestion that India 
should cease to levy revenue from the 
produce of the mother country was only 
legitimate on two conditions The first 
was that, if India was to consider the 
mother country in its fiscal relations, the 
mother country should also consider 
India in her fiscal relations. At the pre- 
sent moment we did nothing of the kind. 
For example, we taxed tea, of which 
India, with Ceylon, had practically a 
monopoly, having driven Chinese tea 
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almost out of the market, to the extent 


of 80 per cent. of its value. And the 
second condition was that, if India was 
to sacrifice a large revenue, those who 
asked for that sacrifice should be pre- 
pared to suggest some alternative source 
from which she could derive a revenue 
as large, and one which _ inflicted 
as little burden on the population. 
No such suggestion had been made in the 
debate, and he was not prepared to 
make any. It was very remarkable 
that when in 1893 Lord Herschell’s 
Commission went thoroughly into the 
question, they came to the conclusion 
that they could recommend no other 
method of raising the necessary revenue 
except the re-imposition of the Customs 
tariff. The only mode of raising revenue 
which India had since discovered was the 
addition to the tariff of countervailing 
duties on sugar. Without a tariff he did 
not see how she could meet her large and 
growing expenditure. Of course, it was 
possible that a modification of the tariff in 
one direction might be compensated for by 
modification in another. It was possible 
that by selecting those articles which 
foreign nations imported into India and 
increasing the duties upon them, and ex- 
empting or lowering the duties on goods 
from this country, India might derive a 
revenue equal to that which she abandoned 
and without any greater cost to her 
consumers. That did not necessarily 
entail any departure from the fiscal system 
which she had hitherto maintained. If 
the articles taxed were not articles which 
we exported, or which India produced, it 
was obvious that such a tariff would 
not involve any more departure from 
free trade principles than was involved 
by the imposition of the general duties in 
1894 and the special exemption of the 
cotton imports of which Great Britain 
was almost the sole exporter. It was 
possible, also, that India might raise the 
revenue she required by export duties on 
raw products of which she possessed 
a virtual monopoly. The answer to 
this and the like questions could only 
be given after minute and careful 
inquiry into the circumstances and 
conditions of Indian trade, and should 
not be answered in the affirmative unless 
it could be shown to be to the interests, 
not only of Great Britain or of the 
Empire, but of India itself. The 
Earl Percy. 


{COMMONS} 
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main hope for India in the future, as 
everybody knew who had studied the 
question, lay not only in the extension 
of her agriculture, but in the develop- 
ment of her mineral and industrial 
resources. They had had some very 
serious illustrations, during the last few 
famine years, of the value of cheap food 
to a population which had no money 
wherewith to buy it, and the only 
remedy for that state of things was to 
increase the diversity of openings for 
employment. He hoped we should not 
allow any selfish motives on our part to 
stand in the way of such develop- 
ment. Any fiscal change which was 
adopted must be dictated by Indian as 
much as by British interests, must 
be the outcome of very careful considera- 
tion of the whole circumstances and 
conditions of the case, and a change 
which carried with it some guarantee of 
stability and permanence. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) said he desired to 
support the Motion of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Clitheroe in the interests of 
the people of India, as well as in the 
interests of the people of Lancashire. The 
question of import duties carried with it, 
as a matter of course, the question of the 
imposition of Excise duties, which were 
imposed solely to balance them. He 
believed it would stimulate the manu- 
facturing industry of India, as well as 
that of Great Britain, if those two duties 
which now balanced each other were 
abolished. They were told by the 
hon. Member for South Kensington 
that they ought to be satisfied, 
because the import duty had been re- 
duced to the amount of the Excise duty, 
But it was not so, and the people of 
Lancashire and the people of India both 
demanded the abolition of those duties. 
It was surely worth the Government’s 
while to notice that nearly all the im- 
ports of cotton’ into India came from 
Great Britain. The import duties on 
cotton manufactures were a tax on the 
very poorest of the people. That was, 
of course, emphatically true of the salt 
taxalso, and he must congratulate the 
Government on having been able to 
reduce it. That was an odious tax in- 
deed, and he, for one, was not going to 
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urge that duties on cotton demanded 
reduction more than the duty on salt. 
He thought they ought to go 
together, because they were un- 
questionably taxes on the very poorest. 
The cotton trade in India had progressed. 
Government Returns showed that 
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in number of spindles, looms, and 
capital invested, the Indian cotton 
manufacture in the last ten years 


had increased 50 per cent. But of 
late the cotton trade of India had 
been rather depressed, and, of course, 
the cotton trade of Lancashire was 
fear‘ully depressed. He believed the 
cotton trade of Lancashire was 
suffering at the present time more 
intensely than it had done since the 
American war. Everybody was hoping 
that the spindles would soon be busily 
going again; but surely this was a 
peculiarly opportune moment to abolish 
these duties. He was one of those who 
believed in having very few articles on 
the Customs list. He thought the present 
was too large a list for the amount of 
revenue raised. The Indian people, as 
well as those of Lancashire, believed that 
if these duties were abolished the Govern- 
ment of India would recoup the amount 
they realised by the increased prosperity 
of the country. The Secretary of State 
for India, in 1895, promised that when 
the finances of India had reached 
equilibrium these duties should be 
abolished. 


*EarL PERCY: I think the 
hon. Gentleman said dealt with. 


right 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR said at all 
events Lancashire thought he meant to 
abolish the duties. If there had been 
surpluses totalling £12,000,000 during 
the last four years, and the finances of 
India had not reached equilibrium, 
he wondered when they would do so. 
It had been asked what was to be taxed 
instead. But to pay that was not the 
duty of the Opposition. It was the 
duty of the Opposition to oppose what 
they thought undesirable, and the duty 
of the Government tv propose what 
they believed to be desirable. He felt 
the Secretary of State for India had 
the interests of the country at heart ; 
but he would serve those interests and 
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the interests of Lancashire best by 
abolishing these duties. 
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Mr. HERBERT WHITELEY (Ashton- 
under-Lyne) said he had listened with 
discouragement to the speech of the 
noble Earl. He had hoped that they 
would receive better treatment in view 
of the definite promise given to Lanca- 
shire in 1895, that when a satisfactory 
equilibrium was reached as regarded the 
finances of India, this matter should be 
dealt with. Now that the finances of 
India had reached this satisfactory 
condition — and they were all hoping 
that it would be permanent—and seeing 
that in spite of the large remissions 
in regard to both the salt duty and 
the tax on incomes there was still a 
surplus of over £1,000,000, they thought 
that some of it might be devoted to 
taking off these duties, and he trusted 
that they had not heard the final word 
on the subject. He did not think that 
they in Lancashire wished to be unreason- 
able. The duties were put on because 
they were told that they were in the 
interests of India. The interests of India 
were the interests of Lancashire, and 
vice versi, and they accepted the duties 
without a murmur. But the time had 
now arrived for reconsideration of the 
matter. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) thought 
that the speech of the noble Earl had let 
the cat out of the bag, and he thanked 
him for making it, because they in Lanca- 
shire had evidently been under the 
delusion all these years in thinking that 
the cotton duties were in a category by 
themselves. Now they found there was 
a change in the policy of the noble Lord 
at the India Office. Unless they mistook 
the noble Lord’s words, his policy was 
that these duties were in a category by 
themselves, firstly, because the cotton 
trade was there long before the duties 
were thought of, and had grown up under 
a free nee system ; secondly, because it 
was peculiarly and almost exclusively 
a British trade ; and, thirdly, because in 
competing with India it was compet- 
ing with a country where the raw 
material was at the doors of the mills 
which were its rivals. There was no 
doubt that the universal impression 
amongst those who had taken part in 
this matter was that these duties might 
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be dealt with by themselves. The words 
used in 1895 were that when a satisfac- 
tory equilibrium had been established 
between income and expenditure the 
cotton duties should be the first to re 
ceive consideration. Now the noble Earl 
told them that they could not be dealt 
with except the whole Customs were 
dealt with. Undoubtedly, when the 
duties were put on, the whole storm 
raged round those pertaining to cotton. 
It had been so ever since. The nob'e 
Lord had given Lancashire to understand 
that the cotton duties could be dealt 
with separately, and now they were to 
understand that it was useless to hope 
that they would be done away with un- 
less the whole of the Customs were done 
away with. Was that a reasonable 
position to take up? The noble Lord 
had stated that the cot:on duties were 
only about one-sixth of the total Customs 
duties. Was not the other five-sixths 
worth preserving? It was a most ab- 
surd contention, and one not in the 
least warranted by the facts. This 
duty had always been promised special 
treatment, and now it was said that it 
could only be dealt with when all the 
Customs duties were abolished. He 
objected to the sneer that those who were 
pressing for the removal of these duties 
were actuated by selfish motives. They 
all felt their responsibility towards the 
Indian Empire, and they wished to do 
their duty to their fellow-subjects who 
had no voice in that House, but he did 
not think when they were asking for 
what they considered the fulfilment of 
a plain bargain, that they ought to be 
considered selfish. They were bound to 
defend their trade, which paid a great 
deal towards the maintenance of the 
Army and Navy and the ¢ eneral expenses 
of the Empire They must not kill the 
goose that laid the golden egg. It 
was said—he did not know how far 
it was correct—that Lancashire and 
Yorkshire paid about one-fifth of the cost 
of carrying on the Empire, and, speaking 
for themselves, he thought they had a 
right to ask the noble Lord to deal 
very gently with the source of income 
which enabled them to bear this enor- 
mous taxation. The noble Lord spoke of 





20 per cent. of the population not being 
benefited by this duty. But five-sixths 
Mr. Harwood. 


{COMMONS} 
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of the population of India were clothed 
almost exclusively in cotton, and 3} per 
cent. on all clothing represented a con- 
siderable sum. About 400,000 people 
were employed in the cotton industry in 
India ; they were interested in buying 
goods cheaply, and every duty taken 
off Indian products enlarged their 
market. He had risen to emphasise the 
effect of the speech of the noble Lord. 
Lancashire had agitated and would 
continue to agitate this question, and it 
was well that they should understand 
what they were agitating about. It 
was necessary that the country should 
understand that this duty would not be 
further touched until the whole Customs 
duties of India were abolished, and he 
contended that the decision was contrary 
to the understanding which had pre- 
vailed from the first, to the promises 
which had been given from time to time, 
and to the welfare of both Lancashire 
and India. 


Lizvut.-Cotone. GEORGE KEMP 
(Lancashire, Heywood) said that what 
he and, he believed, the majority of 
people in Lancashire understood on 
the occasion of the deputation to which 
reference had been made, was that the 
noble Lord would do away with the 
inequality by which the Lancashire pro- 
ducer of cotton goods was at a disadvan- 
tage as compared with the Indian pro- 
ducer. That promise had been kept, 
and he was unable to find any under- 
taking to abolish the duties altogether. 
At the same time, in view of the noble 
Lord’s statement that India was greatly 
prospering, he was very disappointed 
that no prospect was held out of the 
removal of the duties. They who 
represented Lancashire constituencies 
felt that it was most important that 
regard should be paid to the cotton 
industry. They did not urge their case 
in any selfish spirit, but when they had 
been told that, as soon as Indian finances 
could bear it, the question would be 
further dealt with, they had a right to 
ask that something should be done. 


*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham), in supporting the Motion, said the 
question which had been brought into 
special prominence in the debate was that 
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of the noble Lord’s promise and its fulfil- | of the duty to the Indian Exchequer was 


ment. 
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His right hon. friend did not only £667,000 a year, or considerably less 


deny the statement that the cotton duties than the sum being thrown on the Indian 
should be the first to be dealt with, so revenues for the pay of soldiers for purely 


that those duties had had assigned to English purposes. 
them a place different from that occupied | protection were very instructive. 


instances of 
The 


These 


by other duties, and were to be regarded | Indian tariff was extremely complicated, 


in a special light. The noble Lord now 
declared that they were not to be so 


| 


and extended to an enormous number of 
articles, but the return was contemptibly 


regarded, and that they could not be| small compared with the irritation and 
dealt with unless the whole of the Customs | friction it engendered, and of all the 


tariff was re-arranged. That provided a 
legitimate ground of complaint, and he 


found in it sufficient reason for support- | 


ing the Amendment before the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman had given them 


to understand that the question would be | 


considered when Indian circumstances 
permitted. Since then India had become 
more prosperous, and unfortunately there 
was at the same time a transient, but 
very real and serious, depression in the 
cotton trade. That depression might be 
ascribed to various causes, and, though 
arising out of shortage of raw material 
and speculation in the United States, it 
would be utilised to turn people’s minds 
in the direction of other and larger pro- 
posals not yet before the country. 
Lancashire, however, in this case, as 
he hoped they would in all others, 
asked simply for free trade in the com- 
modity they principally exported. There 
was no trade in which cheapness of pro- 
duction counted for so much as in the 
cotton trade. The consumers of cotton 
oods were very poor people, and in the 
fndian climate they could easily reduce 
their demand if the goods were expen- 
sive. The removal of the restriction on 
the importation of cotton would stimu- 
late the purchasing power of the great 
home market in India and that ought to 
be the first concern of statesmen. What 
a little thing this duty was to cause so 


items in that tariff there was none which 
more urgently called for revision than 
the cotton duties. The noble Lord had 
undoubtedly excited hopes which had 
not been justified, and they made this 
protest because they did not altogether 
despair that, in the near future, the 
improvement of the finances of India 
would render possible that which ought 
to have been done before, 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said that although the 
noble Earl had advanced the argument 
that it was incumbent on the Member 
who moved this Motion to suggest an 
alternative source of revenue, he seemed 
to indicate a consciousness of the fact that 
there was another alternative, because 


‘he referred to the probability of a reduc- 


tion in the excessive expenditure on the 
military establishment in India. It was 
not absolutely necessary, if the cotton 
duties were to be abandoned, that the 
revenue should be made up in another 
way, as a corresponding reduction of 
expenditure might easily be effected in 
the enormously inflated military expen- 


_diture of India. 


much disturbance, irritation, and incon- | 


venience to the trade. The whole yield 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 98 ; Noes, 
30. (Division List No. 263.) 


AYES. 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 





Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bul), William James 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edward H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A( Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (Southmptn 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 





Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank. Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, He.ry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Fyler, John Arthur 

wore,Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd@. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T 
Horner, Frederick William 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monm’th) 
Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks.NR 


Moon, 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpo 


Purvis, 
Rattigan, Sir 
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Lawson,Sir Wilf: id (Cornwall) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,F rederickN.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Long, RtHn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reg’ld J. (Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Montagu, G. (Hantingdon) 
Edward Robert Pacy 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 


Pemberton, John 8. G 
int, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


rt 
William Henry 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrEC (Monagh’nN 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC E.H (Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. HnSir WilliamH 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell( Birm 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wodehouse, : t. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, MajorW. H. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Anstruther. 





NOES. 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bell, Richard 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dunn, Sir William 

Foster, Sir Michl. (Lond. Univ 
Harwood, ge 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 


Lough, 


Rea, Russell 
Rigg, Richard 


Main Question again proposed. 
Debate arising. 


*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): After 
the strange protestations of sympathy 
with the people of India to which we 
have been treated by the various 
hon. Members for Lancashire who 
have spoken in support of the Motion 
so deservedly defeated a few moments 
ago, it is refreshing to revert to 
the consideration of those subjects 
which legitimately pertain to the true 
interests of that country, and which are 
suggested by the statement of the noble 
Lord. There is every reason to con- 
gratulate him and the Government of 
India on the favourable aspect of India’s 
financial condition, which the noble 
Lord so lucidly delineated this afternoon, 
and more especially on the very judici- 
ous use made of the surplus which they 
found at their disposal for the reduction 
of the salt tax and the income tax. 
These are the taxes that press most 


Kemp, Lieut. -Colonel George 
Lambert, George 

Thomas 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Murphy, John 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’KellyJames( Roscommon, N.) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir Jobn F. L. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclifie) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Shackleton and Mr. 
Herbert Whiteley. 





Roverts, John Bryn (Fifion) 


| heavily on the poorer classes of India, 
/and although I should like to see a 
|further reduction made in the near 
|future in the former, and tke scale 
/of taxable incomes raised to earnings 
of 1,200 rupees a year, I confess that 
what has been done so far is de- 
serving of grateful recognition. The 
benefit of any such surpluses rightfully 
belongs to the people of India, and not 
to Lancashire or any other constituency 
here, as was claimed by those who sup- 


ported the Motion against which we 


have just voted. Another matter which 
calls for congratulations to India is the 
announcement of my noble friend that 
the services of Lord Curzon will be 
secured to her beyond the present term 
of his office. As one who begged for it 
on the Budget debate last year, I 
rejoice that this arrangement has been 
made, and Lord Curzon deserves our 
thanks for putting aside considerations. 
of personal convenience in consenting to 
continue his work there and carry to 





completion the many undertakings which 
he has begun and formulated. A/‘l of 
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them are useful, butto my mind that for 
the development of the industrial re- 
sources and technical instruction of India 
is of paramount importance to assure her 
future prosperity. The reference made 
to the need of it both by the noble Lord 
and the Under-Secretary to-night fills 
me with the hope that a great effort 
will ere long be made to supply that 
great national want. Still I must 
deplore the fact that so little has been 
done as yet, and I should like o know 
at what stage the inquiry instituted by 
Lord Curzon on that subject has arrived. 
So far back as in April last, I was 
informed by the Secretary of State that 
the Report of the Committee would be 
published soon, but now after four 
months from that date we know nothing 
further. The noble Lord referred in his 
speech to the gift of an American 
citizen of £20,000 for some object of 
public benefit to India, and stated that 
Lord Curzon had devoted that sum to 
the establishment of an institute of 
agricultural science and research. That 
was no doubt wise, and we are thankiul 
to the donor But the fact that so 
essentially agricultural a country as 
India should have had to wait for a 
gift from a strange visitor before the 
first institute of that kind could be 
started there, suggests the significant 
reflection that some more energy and 
enterprise should be put into the work 
of India’s industrial development than 
has been the case hitherto. When I 
inform the House that the trifling sum 
of less than £30,000 is ail that is devoted 
to the purpose of technical and industrial 
education in all India, it will not be 
surprised that | should once again refer 
to this matter here, after having done so 
at some length in previous years, and 
plead for more zeal and solicitude towards 
it. 

1 must allude also to another matter 
of grave concern to the interests and 
even the honour of India, namely,{the 
treatment of our fellow-subjects of that 
country in British colonies, especially in 
Africa. In view of the more important 
subject of war charges awaiting con- 
sideration to-night, 1 am unwilling to 
devote as much time as I should like to 
do to this question. That British-Indian 
subjects are treated in our colonies with 
« harshness which they have done 
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nothing to provoke or deserve is now 
an admitted fact. The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, with all his 
authority and influence, and in spite of 
all his sympathetic assurances, has failed 
to obtain any appreciable relief or re- 
dress. I am thankful to him for the 
consideration he has paid to my repre- 
sentations to numerous cases of hardship, 
and I shall continue to engage his atten- 
tion to the subject in future. But it is 
apparent now that the real remedy lies 
with India herself when all other help is 
failing. It must be gratefully owned 
that the Secretary of State for India has 
pressed for redress, and I rejoice that 
the Government of Lord Curzon has 
insisted on asking for better treatment 
before they respond to the demand from 
those colonies for Indian labour. That 
demand is becoming more pressing 
every day, and, feeling that Africa’s 
need will be India’s opportunity, I was 
pleased to see this telegram from 
Johannesburg in yesterday’s Times 

‘The Labour Importation Association held 

a meeting at Geldenhuis Deep last night at 
which some 300 miners and others were present. 
A resolution was put to the effect that, in view 
of the gravity of the situation brought about 
by the dearth of native labour, the meeting 
pledged itself to support the Association in 
their endeavour to secure unskilled Asiatics. 
The resolution was carried, there being sixteen 
dissentients. The Lieutenant-Governor has 
been asked to forward a copy of the motion to 
Mr. Chamberlain.” 
Thus for their own selfish interest, the 
colonists will be compelled to approach 
the Secretary of State and the Viceroy 
to obtain labour from India, and I trust 
that they will contemptuously refuse to 
be parties to a single labourer going out 
to the colonies until the people there 
consent to treat British Indians, as they 
have a right to be treated, with that 
justice and those full privileges which 
are the common heritage of all His 
Majesty’s subjects. 

There are many other matters 
relating to India which might well 
engage the attention of hon. Members 
for a considerably longer time than is 
usually allotted for the discussion of the 
Budget, and I therefore regret the 
decision of the Prime Minister to restrict 
us again to one evening, and that on the 
eve of the prorogation. Last autumn 
the Government were compelled at 
the eleventh hour to allow the debate 











1239 East India 


to go over a second day because a few 
Members persisted in discussing a small 
question with reference to Lord Curzon’s 
treatment of a regiment, and one would 
have thought that so recent an experi- 
ence would have induced the Government 
to make a like concession this session, 
when the far more important question 
of the imposition of a large burden on 
the finances of India for Army 
charges, complicated as it is by the 
dissent of her own Government, 
demands the fullest consideration and 
arbitrament of this House. The people 
of India regard the imposition of these 
new Army charges as a flagrant act of 
injustice, an opinion which is largely 
endorsed here by men of every shade 
of politics who are at all conversant 
with the conditions of that country ; and 
I have only given expression to the 
universal feeling entertained, both here 
and there, in placing on ‘he Paper the 
Motion—‘ That, in the opinion of this 
House, the imposition of an additional 
burden on the Indian Exchequer of 
£786,000 per annum, on account of the 
increased pay of the British soldier, and 
of a further annual charge of £400,000 
to defray a portion of the cost of main- 
taining 25,000 troops in South Africa, 
is unjustifiable by reason of its being 
entirely uncalled for by the actual 
military requirements of India, and is 
sure to react disastrously on her 
financial position.” With regard to the 
first named charge of £786,000, the 
most remarkable thing is that until well 
nigh its public announcement, here the 
Government of India were not given 
any opportunity of stating their views 
thereupon. This strange omission was 
explained away by the Secretary of 
State for War on the ground that— 
“Circumstances rendered the prema- 
ture disclosure of the intentions of 
Government inadvisable.” And in reply 
to a Question, the right hon. Gentleman 
was good enough to explain to me 
further that—“ Any question of an in- 
crease of pay to the Army is necessarily 
kept strictly confidential, as such pro- 
posals, if not carried through after they 
have been entertained, would lead to dis- 
content.” I hardly think this excuse can be 
deemed satisfactory by hon. Members, 
assuming as it does that they were 
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bound to accept the proposals as soon as 
the Secretary of State for War submitted 
them to the House, for otherwise there 
would have been discontent in the Army, 
Its second assumption is that the Govern. 
ment in India could not be trusted to 
maintain secrecy even if the home 
authorities enjoined such secrecy. Is it 
to be seriously maintained that the 
Cabinet were so distrustful of His 
Majesty’s Viceroy in India, or at least of 
his ability to keep a secret, that for 
that reason they had to forego the 
advantage of having his and his Council’s 
views on a question of this magnitude? 
Sir, such a contention could only result 
in weakening the hold of the Govern- 
ment of India on the people there, and | 
trust in the course of this debate the 
excuse given by the Secretary for War 
will be disavowed on the part of His 
Majesty’s Ministers. The more in- 
telligible explanation of this episode 
would appear to be that, knowing full 
well that the universal voice of India, 
official and non-official, would be raised 
in condemnation of this new burden, 
they came to their decision without 
consulting the Indian Administration, 
counting on the futility of any subse- 
quent protest. That decision took no 
note of any considerations connected with 
her military needs and of the ability of 
India to meet the new charge. These 
were the twoessential and fundamental 
points to be borne in mind __ before 
arriving at the decision, and the only 
competent opinion thereon could be 
that of the Government of India, and no 
other. That opinion is now given, 
and it has behind it the emphatic 
endorsement of every organ of public 
opizion in India, without one solitary 
exception, in condemnation of the pro- 
posal of the War Office. 

The only return to India for the addi 
tional bill of upwards of £750,000 sterling 
per year which she is called upon to pay is 
that, in the words of the War Office, “she 
gains a better quality of soldier,” that 
is to say, her military strength will be 
augmented. If so, itis only a further 
argument for reducing the number of 
British troopsthere. Her military needs 
to-day are the same as they have been, 
say, in the last twenty years. There 
is nothing to convince us to the contrary. 
S. that if you replace every soldier 
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there with another of a better quality, 
you make her pay for an unnecessary 
increase in the strength of her army, 
unless by redueing the number you 
allow her to counter-balance the 
additional cost of the more efficient 
soldier. This disposes of the solitary plea 
on which the War Office has sought 
to justify its demand. It is true 
that the decision of the Lord Chief 
Justice, to whose arbitration the differ- 
ence between the Indian and home 
Governments was referred, has been 
given in favour of the demand against 
India. No one can question the legality 
of that finding on the issue placed before 
that high authority. But I contend 
that if the Indian Administration was of 
opinion, as it was, that India’s military 
requirements and her finances alike 
made it undesirable for her to incur any 
additional expenditure, the matter ought 
not to have been carried further. They 
were and could be the only competent 
judges of these primary issues, and they 
decided them in favour of India. In 
coming to that conclusion the Viceroy’s 
whole Council, which comprised the 
Commander-in-Chief and the military 
member, were unanimous. In their 
later despatch of the 30th October last 
they adhered to their original views, 
emphatically declaring that they did 
“not require either re-inforcement or 
repetition.” Immediately after that 
date Lord Kitchener succeeded to the 
command of the Indian Army, and in 
the absence of anything known to the 
contrary, it is but fair to assume that 
he has not differed from that conclusion, 
a fact which ought to lend overwhelm- 
ing weight to the position taken up by 
the Government of India. In fact, the 
reasons adduced by them in support of 
their protest are convincing and remain 
unrefuted. They are reasons dictated by 
bare justice to the people of [ndia for 
whose welfare they are responsible, and 
in speaking out against the demand of 
the War Office, they merely voiced the 
cry of a helpless population, standing 
generally on the brink of poverty and 
famine, to be saved from a merciless 
exaction. If this charge cannot even yet 
be withdrawn, I trust that its burden 
will be lessened by a reduction in the 
number of troops maintained on the 
Indian establishment. 
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The welcome announcement of the 
noble Lord that the Cabinet had decided 
to abandon that part of their scheme of 
the South African garrison which threw _ 
half its cost on the Indian Exchequer, 
relieves me from the necessity of arguing 
in support of the reference to that head 
in my Motion. I congratulate the noble 
Lord on being able to make this an- 
nouncement, and feel that Lord 
Curzon and Lord Kitchener, whose pro- 
test has brought it about, are entitled to 
the gratitude of all India, where this 
announcement will be hailed with delight. 
There was almost a consensus of opinion 
on both sides in this House against 
this proposal, but the tension caused 
by it has been relieved since the de- 
claration to abandon it was made. 
Sir, India has paid all along every penny 
of the huge cost of maintaining a large 
military establishment, twice as large in 
respect of British troops as her own 
requirements warranted. In the last 
twenty-five years, and more, she has 
lent thousands of her troops, both 
British and native, for purely Imperial 
necessities, and when occasionally you 
have reimbursed her the cost of the 
men for the time they were actually 
employed on expeditions abroad, you 
have taken endless credit for being just 
to her. But even then you have not 
repaid your full debt to her, for you give 
not a penny piece to the credit of the 
enormous outlay she makes, year in and 
year out, forthe training and maintenance 
of those troops. And yet you were coolly 
proposing to saddle her with the cost of 
halt the garrison you have to plant in 
South Africa, on the plea that India 
might have, some day in the future, need 
of the services of half that force. Some 
vague apprehension of an emergency 
was hinted at as the basis of the pro- 
posal, but we were not told of any solid 
reasons for entertaining that appre- 
hension. It may not be possible to 
define an emergency, but surely some 
experience of the past, some knowledge 
of the present must be invoked to justify 
the hypothesis of an emergency in the 
future. The experience we have of the 
past only serves to show that the Army 
maintained by India has been amply 
sufficient for her own purposes; the 
knowledge we have of the present is 
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British Crown as any other portion of 
the Empire, and as regards any prospect 
of foreign aggression, it is less than it 
ever was. Besides, if any such emergency 
arose, why should not India be then 
allowed to draw upon the Army in 
other quarters of the British dominions, 
just as her Army has been drawn upon 
so often for Imperial service abroad ! 

To have made India pay for a portion of 
the garrison in South Africa, which really 
was provided for African purposes, would 
have resulted in not only imposing on her 
a cruel burden, but inflicting on her an 
indignity, by forcing her into relations 
for mutual help with a country which has 
treated her shamefully. The «olonists 
there have torn into tatters every pledge 
and promise made on behalf of the British 
Crown to the people of India for equal 
justice and fair treatment within the 
possessions of that Crown. They have 
done everything they could to shake the 
very foundation of Imperial unity, about 
which we have been talking here so much. 
And it would be simply absurd to think 
of training 25,000 British soldiers for the 
defence of India in a time of emergency 
among a people so blind in their enmity 
to and prejudice of the people of India. 
As I have already stated, I need not 
further argue this part of my Motion as 
the proposal is relinquished. I thank 
you for receding even at this late hour 
from an untenable position, and rejoice 
at it not only because India will be re- 
lieved of the threatened burden, but 
because the grotesque necessity of con- 
tributing £400,000 of the money earned 
by the hard toil of her children, to be 
spent within the inhospitable shores of 
Africa, is averted. 


That the weight of these charges 
would react disastrously on the financial 
position of India, as alleged in my Motion, 
is self-evident. She is not rich, and is 
subject to recurring famines. Millions 
of her agricultural, that is, the main 
bulk of her population, live from hand 
to mouth even in normal times, and in 
deep ignorance for want of means of 
education. In a speech of remarkable 


cogency in the course of the Budget 
debate in the Viceroy’s Council last 
March, one of its most distinguished 
members, the Aga Khan, drew attention 
to “ the general ignorance of the masses,” 
and made suggestions for reducing the 
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military expenditure without impairing 
the efficiency of the Army, so that the 
saving effected might be devoted to pur- 
poses of elementary education. These 
suggestions, I trust, will command the 
attention of the Government of India. 
There are numerous other subjects of 
national welfare demanding treatment at 
the hands of the Indian Administration. 
But if charges such as we have been 
criticising to-night are sprung upon that 
Government without their consent, and 
even in direct opposition to their views, 
their resources are crippled, and they are 
disabled from giving effect, to use their 
own words, “to their desire to alleviate 
the burdens of the Indian people.” I 
trust, Sir, the debate to-night will have 
the salutary effect of preventing in future 
any such interference with the work 
entrusted to the Viceroy and his Council 
of promoting the welfare of the people 
committed to their charge in asympathetic 
spirit, and with sole regard to the para- 
mount interests of India. It is work of 
that description which will strengthen 
your hold upon her and earn for you the 
gratitude of her people, the value of 
which to the cause of Imperial unity, and 
even for the purpose of repelling a foreign 
foe, it might be impossible to overrate. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that every 
speaker in the debate looked upon the 
condition of Indian finance as _ satis- 
factory, and all had taken the same 
optimistic view as the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for India. There 
never was, however, an occasion when 
the condition of India more required to be 
brought before the House of Commons 
in general debate than the present. It 
was an unfortunate fact that the debate 
had hitherto been nearly confined to 
a single topic. Every speaker had de- 
clared that the condition of India was 
satisfactory ; but it was his opinion that 
the state of India was not as 
satisfactory as it wis represented as 
being that afternoon. He would advance 
reasons for that opinion. The admis- 
sions of the Government with reference 
to the cruel nature of the salt tax 
were in themselves a proof that the 
condition of India was not as satisfactory 
as had been stated. ‘‘The Moral and 
Material Progress of India,’ which was 
issued to Parliament annually, showed 
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that India was not in as satisfactory a 
condition as they could wish. ‘This year 
the volume extended over a period of ten 
years, and was less detailed than the 
annual volumes. He believed that at this 
moment there was a native State in India 
which was actually bankrupt, the reason 
alleged for the bankruptey being the 
plague and the costs incurred in connec 
tion with representation at the Coronation 
and at the Durbar. The fact that the 
inhabitants of India were reduced to a 
condition of plague and famine should 
in itself prevent them being optimistic 
about the state of that country. Even 
now the salt tax pressed more heavily 
than it did when he first entered the 
House in 1868, when Professor Fawcett 
was Showing how much more cruel it was 
than any other tax in the world. He 
was prepared to show that this was a 
horrible tax on a necessary of life, which 
was peculiarly necessary in India. If 
taxation in India were to be reduced, 
the salt tax had the highest possible 
claim to be regarded as the first tax 
that should be chosen for reduction. 


In the Indian Financial Statement for 
1903-4 and Proceedings of the Legislative 
Council the Government of India state 
on page 9— 

“The salt tax is paid in the main by those 
who can least afford to contribute anything. 
We hope that a reduction will lead to such 
greater consumption as will not only benefit 
the health of the people, but will also permit 
of the greater use of salt with profitable 
results for cattle. The salt tax will provide a 
reserve which can be immediately made use 
of by once more increasing the rate should such 
exceptional misfortunes as war or disastrous 
famine suddenly create an abnormal strain.” 
tle hoped, however, that the tax would 
be regarded as a tax to be steadily 
diminished, rather than as a tax to be 
suddenly raised to meet the strain of 
war or other abnormal expenditure. 


On page 146, His Highness the Agha 
Khan, first speaker in the debate, is 
reported to have said— 

“It is almost universally hoped by the 
people of this country that the present reduction 
of the salt tax is the beginning of a series of 
annual reductions. This tax presses with 
undue severity on the poorest, while it practi- 
cally does not affect the rich.” 

On page 177, the Hon. Rai Bahadur 
Ananda Charlu is reported to have said— 

“Relief does not come up to your Excel- 
lency’s ideal that the reduction must be on a 
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sufficient scale to relieve the people on whom it 
pressed with the greatest weight... . A meal 
with a stinted supply of salt is a loaf without 
leaven.” 

On page 178 is the Government's 
admission— 

“That the tax is paid mainly by those who 
can least afford to contribute anything.” 

Sir Edward Law, Finance Minister, 
said— 

**Honourable Rai Bahadur Ananda Charlu ! 
[ am inclined to think that there is some- 
thing to be said in favour of the idea of the 
reduction of the salt tax by an amount which 
could be readily calculated. But that would 
have entailed an addition to the loss of revenue. 
This addition the Government of India wes 
not prepared to accept.” 

He hoped, however, that the words of 
the noble Lord that afternoon would 
convey satisfaction to the people ot 
India; and that the House would press 
on the Government that the first tax to 
be reduced should be the salt tax. 
As to the question whether it was 
possible to effect economies in India, and 
to place the revenues of that country ina 
better position, in order that such a cruel 
tax as the salt tax might be further re- 
duced, he thought that the £7 10s. which 
the Government of India had to pay for 
every trained recruit was excessive, and 
ought to be revised; and he was con- 
vinced that, if it were submitted for 
arbitration to the Lord Chief Justice, 
relief might be had in that direction. 
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The noble Lord said that the Army in 
[ndia, although small, ought to be 
efficient ; but that often meant that in 
[ndia, a poor country, military establish- 
ments were kept up on a scale which 
would not be applied in England, rich 
though it was. Four great military 
factories were being built in India; and, 
whereas, in this country they would 
be paid out of a military loan, they 
were in India paid out of revenue. 
Further, he had never been able to 
think that the expenditure on the ecclesi- 
astical establishment in India for the 
small white minority could be defended. 
That expenditure, as far as it went 
beyond chaplains and a Chaplain-General, 
was indefensible. He doubted, also, 
whether there was any reason for keeping 
up the Governments of Madras and 
Bombay with all their palaces, in contrast 
to the Governments of other provinces. 
On the other hand, the Government of 
India admitted that the police system 
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was very inefficient, and needed money 
There was the demand which had in the 
past been made for additional expendi- 
ture on police, which would continue to 
be an enlarged demand. Then, there was 
an additional reason for economy in 
the fact that further military charges of 
various kinds were inevitable, even if 
the Indian Army were not to be in- 
creased. Moreover, that increase would 
certainly come on the Indian Government, 
they were told, a fact which must prevent 
this country from ever dréaming that 
the financial condition of India would be 
satisfactory in the time to come. Those 
Members who had opposed the proposed 
charge on India for 12,500 men stationed 
in South Africa had been jubilant at the 
unlamented death—unlamented except 
by the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
—of that scheme; but they could not 
shut their eyes to the fact that the noble 
Lord had pointed plainly to an increase 
in the number of the white troops in 
India. Before we, or the Government of 
India, or the people of India, were com- 
mitted to this increase of the white forces 
which ‘was evidently comtemplated, 
there ought to be some statement in 
Parliament. The reasons for this increase 
had only been glanced at by the noble 
Lord in as vague and sketchy manner as 
they had been dealt with in the state- 
ment of the Prime Minister, when he 
dealt with them for a different purpose. 
What we were asked to do was to 
prepare for immediate use in India a 
vastly greater force than was thought 
necessary a few years ago. It was not 
a question of reinforcing our Indian 
dominions slowly in the event of war, but 
of meeting a sudden necessity. Tlat 
was the argument. Before such a propo- 
sition could be assented to, it must be 
shown that there was some probability 
that from the existing frontier of Russia 
there would be such a sudden attack as 
could necessitate these immediate re- 
inforcements. The plan of increa-ing the 
white forces in India would shift and 
alter the difficulties with which the 
Secretary for War had to cope, but it 
would not get rid of them. With regard 
to the proposal for the increase of pay ; 
the Government of India bad already 
used some strong language on that point 
in a Paper before Parliament in which 
they said— 

“We deprecate the effect that will be pro- 
duced in this conntry by an increase of the mili- 
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tary charges for the British Army in India, 
which the Government of India has not asked 
for, and does not approve.” 

He had never denied, and Lord Ripon 
had never denied for himself, that, under 
the system which had hitherto prevailed, it 
was only fair that India should pay the 
whole of the soldier’s pay, but a different 
point arose now as to whether the present 
military system which we imposed on 
India was the best system, and whether 
the term of service we imposed on India 
was the term which was most suitable 
for that country. Lord Roberts, not very 
long before, in his evidence before the 
Military Expenditure Commission, said 
the term of service we had imposed 
on India was imposed for our own 
purposes—it was a compromise, and 
not a term of seryice we should have 
imposed on ourselves, and he pointed out 
this was eminently a subject upon which 
the Indian Government ought to be 
consulted. It was a most serious 
want of tact that immediately after the 
shock about the pay had been given to 
the people of India this South African 
charge should be proposed. We ought 
to have some imagination, and 
how this matter struck people in 
India. We applied as again: t India vey 
rigid principles, but we did not make other 
portions of the Empire pay any charge 
under similar conditions. The Straits, 
Hong-Kong and Ceylon made no contri- 
bution towards the increased pay. The 
peculiar cruelty of the South Africa 
proposal, now happily abandoned, was 
that it made India pay for troops kept in 
colonies where her subjects were dis- 
honoured. 

As to the position of British-Indian 
subjects in South Africa, he did not 
think any blame could justly be attached 
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to the Secretary of State for the 
treatment of the Indian people in 
South Africa. If he could have im- 


proved it he would have done so, and 
they desired to strengthen his hands in 
this matter. The state of things in South 
Africa was undoubtedly deplorable ; it 
was almost horrible to all who had at 
heart the interests of the Empire in all 
its parts. At the South African Customs 
Union Conference a_ resolution was 
moved by a Government official to the 
effect that “South Africa is essentially 
a white man’s country,” but although it 
was “a white man’s country,” it was in 
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labour, and the conference proceeded to 
lay down principles to be applied to 
Asiatic immigration. Another resolution, 
also moved by a Government official, 
declared the conference to be of opinion, 
‘*That the permanent settlement in South 
Africa of Asiatic races would be injurious, 
and should not be permitted.” 
and then went on to ask for that which 
the Indian Government had very properly 
refused, viz., that Indian labour should 
be allowed to come in on conditions which 
permanently degraded Indian labour as a 
whole, and the position of British-Indian 
subjects in the Empire Lord Milner 
had declared that the Government had 
no option but to carry out the existing 
law. He should have thought the Govern- 
ment had full option, as they had re- 
pealed many of the laws and varied others 
—such as that relating to Kaffir labour — 
but later on in the same despatch—a 
forwarding despatch from the Governor 
of the Transvaal respecting the position 
of British-Indians,—Lord Milner stated : 
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“The laws of the late Republic, contrary 

very often to British ideas, must nevertheless 
be enforced until they can be replaced. The 
law to which [ have just referred was at the 
time of its passing and for a number of years 
subsequently the subject of controversy 
between the Government of the late Republic 
aud His Majesty’s Government.” 
The Governments of both the Dutch 
Republics were repeatedly pressed, first, 
not to make these laws, and, secondly, 
not to enforce them ; and they responded 
to our pressure. 


Sir MANCHERJ EE BHOWNAGGREE 
said the jaw was alleged to be a cause of 
the war. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that was 
so. Minister after Minister put forward 
the harshness of the laws and the actual 
treatment of the Indians as being a 
cause of the war, although it was 
notorious that by our pressure we had 
prevented the enforcement of the laws. 
Lord Milner had declared that the policy 
of the Government was not directed 
against colour, but the House should look 
at the action of the Government, and 
support the Secretary of State for India 
in his protests against the treatment of 
Indians which was not merely mob 
action, but was backed by responsible 
oiticials of the Government. In the South 
African Republic, under a law which was 
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did not share the prejudice which had 
‘forced the law upon them, there were 
locations, and when notice was given to 
the British-Indians to go into these loca- 
tions, the British agent was instructed to 
protest. Our Vice-Consul supported the 
resistance to the order, and the State 
Secretary of the Transvaal gave an assur- 
ance that it was not intended to enforce 
the law. That was one of the very laws 
which Lord Milner now said he had no al- 
ternative but toenforce. The few Indians 
already licensed were not allowed to trans- 
fer their licences, so that they were unable 
to sell their business, even if they wished 
to leave the Transvaal. In the Orange 
Free State the law was different. There 
a special poll-tax was levied on Indians, 
and they could only reside there by per- 
mission. Many of the laws of that State 
had been altered since British rule was 
established, while this law had not only 
not been altered, but was being enforced 
far more harshly than before. The House 
could strengthen the hands of the Secre- 
tary of State in acting on the principle, 
so powerfully declared by the Govern- 
ment themselves at the commencement 
of the war, and they could unite in de- 
ploring the miserable want of tact by 
which it was proposed specially to tax 
the people of India for the maintenance 
of a white force in the very country in 
which they received the treatment which 
had been so powerfully described. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
The right hon. Gentleman has made so 
vehement an attack upon the proposal 
in regard to the reinforcement of the 
Indian Army, that I would crave the 








not enforced, as the Asiatic Department 


indulgence of the House for a few 
moments in order to make perfectly clear 
what is the reason why that proposal 
was made, and how little ground there 
is for the indignation the right hon. 
Gentleman has expressed. My noble 
friend said at the commencement of this 
debate that for ten years past it had been 
an admitted fact, that in certain con- 


tingencies the Indian Army would 
require substantial reinforcement. — In 


that speech my noble friend was well 
within the mark. He might have gone 
further back, and said the same with 
justice. But it was impossible that any 
Government, urged by this House, as 
the present Government has been, to 
survey the whole of the needs of the 
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Empire by means of the Defence Com- 
mittee, and to see how, in case of 
attack, the different portions of the 
Empire should be detended---it was im- 
possible for any (rovernment, afterreading 
Report after Report of Committees of 
Indian statesmen and strategists, to come 
to the conclusion that they could entirely 
ignore the demands pressed upon them. 
The right hon. Gentleman made a some- 
what slight attempt to establish a diver- 
gence of opinion between the First Lord of 
the Treasury and my noble friend with re- 
gard to the question of stationing troops 
in South Africa. The First Lord of the 
Treasury urged, earlier in the session, 
that the maintenance of a large Army 
for foreign service must specially be 
considered in relation to the Indian 
frontier. ‘The right hon. Gentleman and 
others urged that in case of war there 
would be a difficulty of conveying such 
troops to India. It is obvious that a 
state of things might arise on the 
frontier when troops might be sent 
from these shores and no European force 
which could possibly interfere with their 
convoy would be arrayed against us. 
On the other hand, it is equally possible 
that at the moment when we required 
to send troops to India we might, un 
fortunately, have against us another 
European Power who would be in a 
position to prevent such convoy, and it 
is with regard to that contingency, on 
which the whole maritime arrangements 
are based, that the House, without a dis- 
sentient voice, has, time after time, voted 
large sums for the increase of the Fleet. 
It is on that contingency that we have 
considered, and, I think, rightly con- 
sidered, how we can reinforce India with 
the men—not whom the War Office 
desired to send, but whom the Indian 
experts themselves demand. It has been 
decided that in case of an emergency in 
India, it would be highly desirable to 
have troops that would only require to 
be conveyed from South Africa instead 
of from this country. The proposal was 
not made for the needs of the War 
Office, but entirely for the convenience 
of the Indian Government. Ifthe recom- 
mendations of these Committees were to 
be considered at all, there are only two 
ways by which effect can be given to 
them—either a considerable increase 


must be made to the permanent garrison 
Mr. Brodrick, 
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of India, which means a still greater 
strain on this country, a still larger 
number of men kept in a tropical climate, 
and a very heavy charge, which it is 
impossible to place on the taxyayers of 
India, or we must discover some means 
by which a rapid reinforcement of India 
can be effected at less charge. That 
reinforcement could have been obtained 
from South Africa had the Indian 
Government been willing to entertain 
our proposals. These proposals are made 
in good faith, not for the benefit of the 
War Office, but solely for the benefit, 
and in the interests, of the Indian 
Government. 


Many hard words have been used 


in regard to those proposals in the 
Indian Press, and in regard to myself 
personally. Now, these decisions, if 
they were Wai Office decisions, would 
have been made—by whom? By officers, 
from Lord Roberts downwards, nearly all 
of whom have spent the major portion of 
their lives in India! That in itself was 
a guarantee that Indian interests would 
be considered. One word with regard 
to the relations of the War Office and 
the Indian Army. Statements have 
been made as if the War Office kept a 
shop of soldiers and pressed them upon 
an unwilling customer, India, at a high 
figure. That is absolutely the reverse 
of the position, I believe that the closer 
our dependencies and the mother 
country are knit together, in regard 
to their defensive force:, the better. 
If | spoke, not as a member of the British 
Cabinet and of this Parliament, but 
simply as the representative of the War 
Office, I can honestly say that it would 
be more to our advantage that India should 
have a separate army. ‘That would ease 
many of our difficulties, it would im- 
mensely cheapen our Estimates, and it 
would at once, and for all, relieve us from 
those fluctuating demands which we 
cannot control, but which the Indian 
Government make upon us. I go further. 
If the Indian Army is to be increased, and 
if you could draw a distinction between 
British policy and Indian policy, the 
increase is not due to trouble forced upon 
India by our Imperial position, but is 
due to the actual needs of India itself, and 
the policy pursued in her behalf by her 
rulers. Iam not criticising or complain- 
ing of that policy ; but, nevertheless, the 
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fact remains that it is not our difficulties 
in Europe which cause the increase of 
Indian armaments. It is the need of 
her own protection which make it neces- 
sary for India to make further demands 
on the War Office. 


| hope I have not gone beyond what I 
should have said in giving this explanation. 
The hon. Member opposite took exception 
not merely to the measure by which we 
recently proposed to give India 12,500 
men upon an emergency at one-third of 
the cost for which they could otherwise 
he obtained, but also to the increase, of 
pay to the Army made a short time ago, of 
which India had to pay her share. As 
regards the increase of pay, | would say 
that it was made mainly in order that 
the Indian Army shculd be maintained 
at full strength. If we could have con- 
tinued to obtain our necessary drafts for 
foreign service without an increase of 
pay, I do not think this House would 
ever have voted the money. We shouid 
have had no difficulty whatever in raising 
the number of men required to serve in 
this country, and for the moderate 
amount of service abroad in our colonies 
| have been frequently attacked in this 
llouse and criticised because a regiment 
we had at Aldershot a few years ago had 
been ravaged in order to supply the 
Indian drafts so that the Indian Army 
should be kept up to its proper strength. 
It is for India that we keep up a Reserve 
which will shortly number 100,000 men, 
and to which India has not been asked 
to contribute a single farthing. While, 
therefore, I fully appreciate the argu 
ments of those who desire to save the 
Indian taxpayer from undue exactions, 
it should not be represented that the 
present demands are due to any desire 
on the part of any member of this 
Government to increase those exactions. 
They have been the deliberate require- 
ments of the Indian experts on the one 
hand, and the efforts of the British 
Government to supply those demands on 
the other. I respectfully ask attention 
to these considerations, fully realising 
what the effect of such debates must be 
on our Indian  fellow-subjects, ani! 
desiring, at all events, that a fair and 
unvarnished account, of what has been 
to us a distasteful demand, should go 
im from this country to the people of 
ndia. 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said he desired to thank the 
Secretary of State for India for the 
references he made to the late Mr. W. S. 
Caine and for the generous tribute be 
paid to the character of his work in this 
House. That tribute was all the more 
| valuable because the deceased gentleman 
was opposed to the noble Lord in 
polities. 
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And it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS, 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [13th August], © ‘That 
Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair (for 
Committee on East India Revenue 
Accounts).” 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS, continuing 
his speech, said many people, having 
regard to the taxation of India, believed 
that a point had been reached, beyond 
which it was difficult to go without doing 
great injury. He submitted that before 
any addition was made to the expenditure 
of India, it should be on a scheme which 
had the unanimous support of the 
Cabinet which suggested it. Was there 
any proof that there was a unanimous 
opinion on the part of the Government 
that the £786,000, which was now pro- 
posed to be added, should be added to the 
expenditure of India? There had been 
an almost continual growth of military 
expenditure during the last twenty-five 
or thirty years. In 1860, the military 
expenditure was under £10,000,000, in 
1872 it was £12,000,000, in 1892 it was 
£15,000,000, and in 1903 £17,784,000, 
and the situation became all the more 
serious when it was tested in relationto the 
net revenue of the country. £17,784,000 
was rather more than 40 per cent. of 


the net revenue, which was a very 
high expenditure, having regard 


to all the circumstances of the country, 
yet it was now proposed toadd to that 
£786,000 per annum. The noble Lord 
had stated that we could not expect the 
net revenuc of India in the future to 











increase beyond 2} per cent., which would 
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amount to £1,000,000, so that it might be 
said that the revenue of the country was 
already mortgaged for the burden placed 
on the revenue of India by the increased 
pay of the soldiers. But it was im. 
portant to remember in discussing the 
question of taxation the extreme poverty 
of the people. A million of people in India 
only yielded one-sixtieth of what the 
people of this country yielded in regard 
to income tax, and when they considered 
the small incomes enjoyed by 250,000,000 
of people in India, the small margin 
they had to spare for any increase of 
taxation must be of vital consequence to 
them. ‘The Indian Government had pro- 
tested against this increase. Whose pro- 
ject was it to have these troops in South 
Africa, and what reason could be advanced 
in favour of such a scheme being of 
advantage to India? The Secretary of 
State had more thanonce stated that India 
demanded it. India, on the other hand, 
had protested against it. 


With regardto the financial statement of 
the Government of India, he couldnot help 
noticing with regret the steady increase 
underthe headoflandrevenue. (Under the 
present conditions of India he could not 
believe that that was paid without great 
injury to the country, and he would 
like to ask whether the Government of 
India lad made any inquiry into the 
land assessment of India, and whether it 
was intended to take any steps for the 
adequate assessment of the land. The 
noble Lord had emphasised the fact 
that in future we must look to the 
yield from the land, and pointed out 
that the bulk of the population was 
engaged in agriculture. He believed 
that although the bulk of the people 
were so engaged, it was hopeless to 
suppose the Government would get 
much revenue from the land. He was 
glad to hear that the Excise revenue was 
less than it had been, and he would be 
glad to know whether the Government 
had inquired into the complaint which 
had been made as to the scandals which 
had occurred with regard to the Excise. 
The revenue from the railways could not 
be regarded as satisfactory when com- 
pared with the revenue of similar under- 
takings in other countries, and he 
was glad to know that the Report 
which had been made with regard to 
this subject had recommended drastic 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 
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changes in the railway system. The 
Report was most useful, not only for 
the information it contained, but also 
because it showed the necessity of re- 
viewing and'revising, from time to time, 
this branch of our administration in India. 
In conclusion, he had only to say that 
he believed that everything in regard to 
the future of India depended on _ the 
attitude of the House of Commons. They 
were always deploring the _listlessness 
that was shown in this country on the 
question of India, and until they could 
infuse a new sense of their responsibility 
into the people of this country, he did 
not believe they would ever fully dis- 
charge their duties to the people of India 


*Sir WILLIAM RATTIGAN (Lanark- 
shire, N.E.) said hedesired in the first place 
to congratulate the Secretary of State for 
India on the very interesting and able 
speech he had delivered that day. The 
statement was eminently satisfactory in 
more senses than one. It was peculiarly 
agreeable to all Members of the House 
to hear the announcement that was made 
with respect to the reduction of the salt 
tax and the raising of the minimum tax- 
able limit of incomes subject to income 
tax. In both these directions the Gov- 
ernment had correctly interpreted popular 
feeling. There were many points in his 
noble friend’s speech to which he had 
intended to refer, but having regard to 
the lateness of the hour and to the fact 
that many other Members wished to 
address the House, he (Sir William) 
would confine his remarks on_ this 
oceasion to the particular Motion of 
which he had given notice. He desired 
to call attention to the constitution of the 
Supreme Courts of Judicature in two of 
the most important provinces of India, 
namely, the Punjab and Burmah. 
Although, in point of jurisdiction and in 
regard to the functions they exercised, 
the Judges of these Courts were in the 
same position as Judges holding similar 
positions in other provinces, they were, 
with respect to status, salaries and pensions, 
in a vastly inferior position. For instance, 
in the High Courts the Chief Justice drew 
a salary of 5,000 rupees per month, but 
the presiding Judges in the Chief 
Courts of the Punjab and Burmah 
were only entitled to receive a maxi- 
mum of 4,000 rupees and they had 
to serve fourteen years befcre they were 
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entitled to a pension. The Judges of the 
High Court were entitled to a pension 
at the end of twelve years. It was 
surely anomalous that the Judges of one 
class of superior Courts should be treated 
as occupying an inferior position as com- 
pared with those of the High Courts. He 
asked the noble Lord whether the honour, 
dignity, and prestige of the Courts in the 
Punjab and Burmah were likely to be 
maintained if these differences were 
allowed to exist. He had no hesitation in 
saying that the state of things was not 
only anomalous, but that it was a scandal. 
He asked the Secretary of State to see if 
he could not put these Courts on the same 
constitutional level as the High Courts. 
He believed that the extra cost would 
not be more than 3,000 rupees per month 
for each of these Courts. That surely 
was a trifle, when they considered the 
satisfaction which would be given to the 
people of the provinces by the elevation 
of their Courts to the position they were 
en.itled to have. At present there was 
the feelng that these Courts were badly 
treated, and that was not calculated to 
enhance the respect that was due to 
them. There could be no real reason 
for refusing to improve their position, 
and he strongly appealed to his noble 
friend to do so. 


1257 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said he welcomed the statement of the 
noble Lord the Secretary for India that 
the proposal that India should pay part of 
the charge of the maintenance of British 
troops in South Africa, had been 
abandoned. He should like to ascertain 
from the noble Lord what was now the 
exact position of the Government with 
regard to the maintenance of the British 
forcein South Africa, So far as he could 
gather at Question time to-day, it 
appeared that the establishment of 25,000 
troops in South Africa was dependent 
upon the consent of the Indian Govern- 
ment to defray part of the charge. They 
had now learned that the Indian Govern- 
ment was not to defray part of that 
charge. What he wanted to know was 
whether in future there were to be 
25,000 men in South Africa as a per- 
manent establishment. He should like 
to know also what was to be the ex- 
penditure on that force, because, within 
the past fortnight, the House, in the 
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Military Works Bill, had sanctioned an 
initial expense of £2,300,000 for barracks 
in South Africa, the calculation being 
that they had to provide accommodation 
for 25,000 men, Surely the House ought 
to be informed what was to be the limit 
of expenditure, and whether steps would 
be taken at the ear iest possible moment to 
put some restriction on the spending of this 
money. He not only welcomed the state- 
ment of the noble Lord, but he welcomed 
also the grounds on which the statement 
was made. He gatherel from it that the 
proposal that India should defray part of 
the charge for the British force in South 
Africa was abandoned because of the 
strong representations of the Government 
of India. He had always been of opinion 
that it was the duty of this House to 
support the Government of India fully in 
its independence with regard to politics, 
administration, and finance. It was 
because he was strongly in favour of sup- 
porting the Government of India as the 
responsible authority for finance and 
administration that he was unable to sup- 
port the Motion, made earlier in the 
evening by the hon. Member for the 
Clitheroe Division, with regard to the 
repeal of the cotton duties. He was 
equally strongly of opinion that it was 
their duty to support the Government of 
India in resisting Departmental pressure, 
and he gathered from the statement of the 
noble Lord, that that was practicaily 
what had occurred—that the Government 
of India had taken a firm line in resisting 
the expenditure proposed to be placed 
upon India. 
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*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON dis- 
sented, 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that, in any 
case, he welcomed the announcement 
because Lord Curzon and Lord Kitchener 
had taken a firm and independent line 
upon this proposal of the Home Govern- 
ment. They were the people after all 
who were in every way responsible for 
the Government of India and for the 
administration of its finances. The 
noble Lord had told them, practically, 
that he was unable formally to consult 
the Government of India on this subject 
in its initial stages lest the matter should 
become public. Surely the moral to be 
drawn from this was, that when pro- 
posals of this sort were going to be made 
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which involved a considerable charge 
upon the finances of India the Govern- 
ment should ascertain in advance, before 
the public was informed of them, what 
were the reasoned and settled views, not 
only of the Secretary of State here, but 
also of the Government of India. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: I made 
that observation in connection with the 
increase of pay. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said his memory 
night be at fault, but he was not com- 
plaining of the conduct of the noble Lord 
with regard tothe question. Hethought 
the conclusion which the House would 
draw from the incidents coming under 
their notice was that it was all important 
in future, when there was a probability 
of charges of this sort being put on the 
revenucs of India, that the views of the 
Government of India should be ascer- 
tained beforehand in order that they 
might not have what they had seen this 
afternoon, namely, the statement that 
owing to strong representations made by 
the Government of India to the Govern- 
ment at home, proposals which had been 
put before the House and the country 
had been abandoned. That was a matter 
for regret. He said so not merely because 
of any Party consideration, but because it 
was a matter to be deprecated that pro- 
posals of this sort should become public 
property in India and excite the feelings 
that had been expressed there. That 
was disastrous not only for the Govern- 
ment here but for the stability of our 
systemof government in India, Thisques- 
tion of India being asked to pay a portion 
of the charge for British troops in South 
Africa was part of a wider subject that 
had often come before this House for 
consideration, the apportionment of the 
charge between India and the United 
Kingdom jor services in which both 
were interested. He served on the Com- 
mission on Indian Expenditure under the 
chairmanship of Lord Welby. That 
Commission thoroughly examined this 
question for a considerable period of 
years. 


The noble Lord, in referring not to 
the South African question but to the 
question of pay, had deprecated the view 
the Government of India had put forward 
Mr, Buchanan. 
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that it might fairly be proposed that this 
increase might be halved between the 
Home Government and the Indian Govern- 
ment. He understood the noble Lord 
to say that the Government of India must 
accept the conditions under which the 
solidarity of the Indian and the Home 
Armies at present existed. To that he 
would make a demurrer. On equitable 
considerations he thought he might 
fairly bring in the noble Lord himself 
as a witness, because, although he declined 
to support the Government of India in 
that, he proposed a division of the 
capitation charges. Surely if it was a 
right principle to apply in one set of 
charges it must also apply to the other 
set of charges. Although they must 
accept the decision come to nearly thirty 
years ago in regard to the amalgamation 
of the British force in India with the 
British Army as a whole, when changes 
in the conditions of service were made, anc 
new charges of such a substantial 
character as those involved in the in 
crease of pay were introduced, equitable 
considerations should come into play. 
He thought that considerationso equity 
ought to come into play. No one could 
say that India did not discharge fully, 
and more than fully, all her duties in 
connection with Imperial defence. She 
paid the whole cost of the Indian Navy ; 
she paid the whole cost of the 75,000 white 
troops ; she housed them and maintained 
all the barracks. We spent millions of 
money in building barracks, not merely 
at home but in every other part of the 
British Empire, but India paid for all the 
barracks in that country. And when 
any alteration was made in our arma- 
ments—iv artillery or small arms— 
India was bound to pay all the 
charges. He found from the Indian 
Statement that one of the chief 
increases last year was on armaments. 
Then she paid millions for coast defence. 
He was not complaining of that; he 
thought it was perfectly justifiable that 


India should pay the full charges for 


every soldier within her bounds. India 
had to pay her quota, amounting to 


something like £2,000,000 for the in- 


creased soldiers’ pay ; she had to deal 
with the War Office as a contractor 
possessing a monopoly. The Indian 
Government had to pay £7 10s. per 
head for every recruit who went to 
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India. ‘That had been a subject of con- 
tention between the Indian Government 
and the War Office. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that nobody 
would be more glad than he if India 
provided her own Army. 


Mr BUCHANAN said he was glad 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
made that statement which was practi. 
cally the same as he had made the 
previous day at Pepper Harro Park. 
lle was surprised that that statement 
came from a War Office official It 
had been urged, on the grounds of 
cvonomy, that there should be a separate 
Army for India, because it was said 
that India could reeruit her Army much 
more cheaply in this country than the 
War Office did at the present moment. 
But the right hon. Gentleman should 
not put forward a statement like that 
either in this House or in the country 
when he must know that it was outside 
the bounds of possibility that the pro- 
posals of the Indian Government would 
be accepted by the home authorities. 
Then India was called upon to pay an 
extra charge which was practically a 
grant-in-aid of the troops in South Africa. 
lle was glad that that demand had 
been abandoned, he hoped never to be 
repeated. For his part he thought that 
India had more than amply discharged, 
to the very fullest extent, any claim that 
could be put upon her on the grounds 
of Imperial Defence. He had been 
surprised to see that the First Lord of 
the Admiralty had described the con- 
tribution of India towards the Navy as 
exiguous. India policed her own seas, 
she policed the Pe sian Gulf, she paid 
for her coast defenes, she built dock- 
vards at Bombay, and made = an 
allowance for coaling. It was, therefore, 
unworthy for a responsible Minister of 
the Crown to say that India was exi- 
guous when she made a contribution of 
£100,000 per annum. On the Report of 
the Welby Commission, the Government 
had agreed to a remission of £250,000 
of the charges on India on equitable 
grounds, but they had imposed an 
addition of something like £1,250,000. 
That was, he considered, most unfair 
He strongly urged on the noble Lord, as 
representing the interest of this Govern- 
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ment and of India, that an attempt 
should be made to reconsider anew the 
whole question of the charges between 
India and Great Britain. 


*Sir HOWARD VINGENT (Sheffield, 
Centra ) said that nothing could be more 
satisfactory than that the Secretary of 
State for War and the Secretary of 
State for India were determined to make 
the condition of the Army in India as 
efficient as possible. Whatever view 
might be taken it was impossible 
to deny that a great change had come 
over the state of affairs in Central Asia 
in the last ten or fifteen years. The 
Russian forces in Central Asia were 
becoming stronger and more numerous 
every day, and the most ordinary 
prudence (lemanded that nothing should 
be omitted to render the Indian forces 
fit for war if occasion arose. There was 
one matter in which India should excel, 
and that was the matter of mounted men. 
The cavalry of the Indian Army was one 
of the most efficient arms of that Army. 
It was very cheap. The cost was only 
about £25 a year for every man. Every 
man found his own horse, his equipment, 
food, forage, and transport, and he 
believed that in the extension of the 
Indian cavalry a very great addition to 
the military forces of India might be 
obtained. That was the view shared by 
some of the most experienced officers 
connected with the Indian Army, and by 
none more strongly than by General Sir 
Bindon Blood. There was another 
matter of importance in regard to the 
Indian cavalry. The fighting force of 
India was a mounted force. The price 
of horses in India had lately inereased 
very much indeed. There was a great 
demand for horses, and the market, 
which had formerly been well stocked, 
was now assailed from many quarters. 
He hoped the Secretary of State would 
give the officers of Indian cavalry the 
same privileges as regards their chargers 
as had been given to the officers of 
British cavalry regiments. As to the 
assistance given to the Volunteer force in 
India, considering the verysmall numbers, 
comparatively speaking, of the European 
population in India, every adult male be- 
tween eighteen and fifty should certainly 
be required—as the Netherlands Govern- 
ment required in Netherlands India—to 
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serve in the Volunteer force That was 
done now as regards many of the prin- 
cipal railways in India, The assistance 
given to the Volunteer force had been 
described by many members of the 
Indian Government, and by none more 
strongly than Sir Edwin Collen, as ex- 
ceedingly inadequate. Sir Edwin Collen, 
who was the Government's representative 
on the Viceroy’s Council, had written 
only the other day expressing a very 
strong opinion as to the absolute 
necessity of rendering more assistance 
to the Volunteer force in India. The 
Volunteer force was now 30,000 
strong, but many of the regiments 
were exceedingly under-oflicered. The 
Secretary of State had not referred to 
the frontier policy inaugurated by Lord 
Curzon The frontier Militia, officered 
by British officers, had been very 
successful. 


The House would have read with 
interest the statement that Lord 
Kitchener was going to visit every part 
of the frontier. It had been said that 
Lord Kitchener was thrown away in 
India, and that he ought to be at home, 
but it was perfectly certain that he had 
a very great work to do in modernising 
and improving the efficiency of the British 
and native armies in India. In this con- 
nection he asked why British Infantry 
battalions were only 850 strong instead 
of 1,000, and native infantry regiments 
only 750 instead of 1,000. Every- 
body knew that the casualties in tropical 
countries were very numerous, and so a 
regiment was often able only to turn 
out 500 or 600 men on parade. The 
consequence of this reduced strength 
was that brigades consisted of only 
1,300 or 1,400 instead of 2,500 or 
3,000, as in Germany. As_ regards 
the railways, he thought it most impor- 
tant that a uniform gauge should be 
established on the railway between 
Bombay and the North-West Frontier. 
It would not be wise that troops on their 
way from the port of debarkation to the 
scene of action should have to be taken 
out of one train and put into another 
because of the difference in the gauge. 
Uniformity of gauge was one of the 
chief essentials in the preparation for 
mobilisation, and there should be such 
uniformity throughout the whole of India. 


Sir Howurd Vincent. 


{COMMONS} 
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A very able Report recently presented 
to the Secretary of State by Mr. Francis 
Drake showed that there was a very 
marked decline in the proportion of 
British trade with India during the last 
ten years. In those years the trade of 
Germany and the United States with 
India had more than doubled. We were 
going back instead of going forward. 
With regard to the industries of Sheffield, 
it was stated in the official Report, to 
which he referred, that there was a 
marked decline in that portion belonging 
to the United Kingdom, and that a large 
quantity of iron and steel came from 
Belgium, which supplied them with in- 
ferior quality and at a cheaper rate than 
the goods imported from Great Britain’ 
This was a serious state of affairs. The 
imports of steel into India from England 
had gone back some :20 per cent. in 
the last ten years, while imports of steel 
from Belgium had increased in almost 
like ratio, and the imports of iron and 
steel from Germany had increased to 
equal extent. ‘This was also the case 
with regard to hardware and cutlery. The 
very cheap goods made on the Continent 
found a ready and easy market in the 
bazaars of India. He would not complain 
of this if they were sold as German or 
Belgian goods, but in the bazaars of 
India—as he had himself seen—they 
were constantly marked with indications 
professing that they were of British 
origin. He had no doubt the Customs 
authorities did their best to enforee the 
provisions of the Merchandise Marks 
Act, passed in India in 1889 ; and there 
were numerous detentions for false mark- 
ing—more particularly false marking of 
origin—and he urged the Secretary of 
State todo what he possibly could to 
induce the authorities to exercise the 
utmost vigilance in this matter, because 
it was unquestionable that an enormous 
amount of goods were at present palmed 
off on the people of India as British, 
whereas they were of very inferior Con- 
tinenta! origin. That was a fraud on the 
people of India, and it was a still worse 
fraudonthe manufacturersand operatives 
of thiscountry, becausethe goods obtained 
a bad reputation, and the man who 
bought an inferior knife with a Sheffield 
mark upon it, and who foundit absolute- 
ly useless, entertained an idea of the 
goods of Sheffield which affected very 














— on™ TT 


= 


are = eo O OW OW kee Le 


wVeTTFT VV we =] 





1265 East India 


much the sale of hardware and cutlery in 
one of our best markets. He would sug- 
gest that the Secretary of State for India 
should do everything he could to en- 
courage the cultivation of raw materials 
in India for the British market. It 
would be an advantage to the mutual 
trade of Great Britain and India if the 
area of land under wheat ir India, now 
23,000,000 acres out of a cropped area 
of 200,000,000 acres, could be increased, 
and experiments could be made to 
improve the production of cotton, now 
15,000,000 acres, and the staple of cotton, 
so as to make it suitable for the mills of 
Lancashire. 


THe MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) asked for  infor- 
mation as to the continuance of the 
subsidy hitherto paid to the Ameer of 
Afghanistan. 


Lizut.-CoLONEL GEORGE KEMP said 
he had heard with pleasure that it was 
probable the proposed expenditure 
of £400,000 by India for troops 
in South Africa would not be in- 
curred. The Secretary for India had 
stated, however, that in view of the 
Russian position it was necessary either 
that the Indian Army should be increased 
or that these troops should be stationed 
in South Africa. He (Colonel Kemp) 
agreed with the Motion placed on the 
Paper earlier in the session by Mr. 
Beck «tt, that 27,000 men should be put 
in South Africa for the purposes of India. 
It might seem, therefore, a curious 
position that he should go down to the 
House and oppose this expenditure of 
£400,000 for the 25,000 men who were 
ostensibly for India, and for whom India 
would have to pay. What he wished to 
point out to the House was, that if this 
plan was not absolutely given up, these 
men for whom India would pay would 
not be available for India in case of 
emergency. They knew from the Secre- 
tary of State for War that the men whom 
it Was proposed to station in South Africa 
would not be seven years men, but three 
years men. Three-quarters of the recruits 
who enlisted in England were eighteen 
years of age, or under, and these men 
would not be allowed to go to India in 
time of peace, because they were under 
twenty. But in case of emergency they 
would be sent to India, although under 
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age. Butin that case India would be 
asked to pay for men, to be sent there 
in time of war, who were physically unfit, 
and who were not allowed to go there in 
time of peace. He thought it would be 
the gravest misfortune if this plan was 
adhered to, for the people of India 
would be deceived. As to the increased 
expenditure which India would incur 
for the extra pay of the soldiers, 
were they to understand that India 
was to acquiesce in every call which 
might be made for Imperial purposes 
without any direct benefit to herself, 
and that by whatever number we might 
increase the Imperial Army, and to 
whatever extent the market price of 
the soldiers might go up, India would 
always be obliged to pay that extra price 
for her soldiers ? We ought to exercise 
a little imagination, put ourselves in the 
position of the people of India, and 
try to conceive what they thought 
of such an arrangement as _ this. 
They knew from the statement of the 
Viceroy that he was satisfied with the 
troops l:e had had, and wi'h the existing 
system of pay and recruiting, and the 
people would say that the Viceroy and 
the Government were satisfied, and yet 
year by year the Imperial Army went 
on increasing, and the market price was 
put up, and they had to pay more and 
more for the same number and quality 
of troops as before. That would appear 
manifestly unjust to the people of India, 
It not only affected the people of India, 
but the people of England. Keen super- 
vision should be taken that India should 
pay only a just amount towards the ex- 
penditure of her Army. They ought to 
ask, with regard to India, that the 
amount paid should not be only accord- 
ing to the letter of the law, but that some 
regard should be had to equity. They 
knew the Viceroy had distinctly stated 
that not only in his opinion was the 
proportion of expenditure increased for 
India, as against England, but that the 
result would be that the efficiency of the 
Indian Army would be curtailed. That 
was a very serious matter. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: What 
Lord Curzon said was that it would 
curtail the income for other purposes. 


Lizut.-CoLoNEL GEORGE KEMP 
thought if the noble Lord would 
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look at the Paper presented to the 
House he would find Lord Curzon 
also said it would re-act on the efficiency 
of the Indian Army. They ought to be 
just to India now. They were asking 
her to pay more than she ought to pay, 
but he had a broader and graver reason 
for feeling that this expenditure ought 
not to be sanctioned. If they asked 
India to pay what she felt to be unjust 
and had not the chance of giving her 
voice upon--if India was to pay for 
those large Army schemes of this 
country—he feared seeds of discontent 
would be sown which would spring up 
afterwards and be in the future a grave 
element of danger to the very existence 
of the Empire itself. 


Sir MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University) observed that within the 
last two or three years there had been a 
marked and almost alarming increase in 
the cases of plague in India, not only in 
their number but also in their severity. 
He was aware that certain persons 
attributed that increase to the mis- 
directed recommendations of the Plague 
Committee, but on that point he offered 
no opinion. The great increase was not 
only of grave importance to India; it 
constituted a danger to the whole 
world, and he urged the noble Lord to 
seriously consider what measures eould 
be taken to lessen the number of cases. 
India was essentially a pathological 
country. Cholera had its home there : 
smallpox was supposed to have originated 
there; and in any case the problems of 
disease were more complicated, and re- 
quired investigation in a greater degree 
even than in the mother country. It was 
of the utmost importance not only to the 
white population, but also to the whole 
population, that the medical service of 
India should be of the highest character. 
and that the brightest intellects of Europe 
should be attracted to that wonderful field 
of medical inquiry. But there was con- 
siderable dissatisfaction in the medical 
service both military and civil. He had 
inquired among hi: young friends~ one 
learned a great deal from his young 
friends—and when he spoke to them of 
the great future before them in India 
they said in their familiar language, “It 
is not good enough.” ‘The noble Lord 





had received a report, sanctioned by no less 


Lieut.-Colonel here Kemp. 
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a body than the British Medical Associa- 
tion, detailing certain wants in the 
Indian Medical Service, both military and 
civil. One of the complaints was that 
whereas in the Royal Army Medical 
Corps the pay had been incr. ased because 
of the increase of medical education and 
the cost thereof, there had been no 
corresponding increase in the pay of the 
Indian Medical Service, either military 
or civil. He felt some difficulty about 
pressing this case because it involved an 
increased expenditure, but he ventured 
to think that the increased expenditure 
would be simply money better invested. 


He had no such hesitation with regard 
to other grievances which were prominent 
in the service, noneof which would involve 
an increased expenditure. One of them 
was with regard to the private practice of 
members of the Civil Medical Service. 
Very wisely members of that service were 
permitted to engage in private practice ; 
that was very good for them and for the 
service because a great deal of their work 
as Civil officers was of a routine character. 
Prior to some ten years ago there were 
no restraints upon that practice, but 
certain regulations were then put in force 
which he could only describe as galling 
to the medical profession, for when a 
member of the Civil Medical Service was 
invited to apply his European skill and 
last results of science to a native noble- 
man, not only was there a tariff of the 
fees to be charged, but the tariff in each 
particular case was laid before a lay 
officer of the civil or political service who 
was often of inferior rank to the medical 
officer. In many cases the medical officer, 
who was known as a_ Doetor-Colonel, 
had to apply to a lieutenant or a captain 
for power to charge such-and-such a fee 
for treating the native gentlemen or 
babus, and he had to lay his charges for a 
ditlicult kind of investigation or a special 
remeay before an officer who knew 
nothing about such matters. He was 
aware that the noble Lord would say that 
this was necessary in order to protect the 
native, but surely if it were thought that 
an European was going to charge an 
exorbitant fee it would he quite possible 
for the Government to step in and say 
that he should not. The profession did 
not like this proceedure at all, and he 
believed it was preventing bright young 
men from joining the service. Gentlemen 
with medical status had no seat on the 
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Viceroy’s Council. How were they to 
carry out proper sanitary measures unless 
the head of sanitary science had a seat 
on the Council. Other Departments were 
there represented—why was not the 
medical department? ‘To remedy these 
three things, the most important being the 
latter, would not lead to any increase of 
expenditure, but it would remove a very 
notable bar to the recruiting of the bright 
intellects for service in India, for the benefit 
of the population of that great Empire. 
He earnestly hoped the noble Lord would 
take these matters into his considerion. 





*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said the Government seemed 
to have had only three alternatives in 
their mind in regard to the increased 
military charges on India—either that 
the number of troops available should 
remain unchanged, or that a _ large 
number should be maintained in South 
Africa partly at the cost of India, or 
that the garrison actually in India 
should be increased. The first two 
having been rejected, they now 
threatened the adoption of the third. 
This would involve too heavy a burden. 
But surely there were other alter- 
natives. The right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean had 
suggested the recruitment of a special 
Army for service in India. Without 
discussing so radical a change as that, 
he would venture to suggest that there 
was a fifth course open, that a larger 
force should be kept in South Africa 
for service in India if necessary, but that 
the charge should not be placed on the 
Indian revenue. He would not be pre- 
pared to argue against the maintenance 
of a considerable force in South Africa 
for service in India, but there was abso 
lutely no reason why India should be 
asked to pay any part of the main- 
tenance of troops stationed 5,300 miles 
from her shores. The whole military 
forces of the Empire had always been 
regarded asa reserve at the disposal of 
any part of the Empire, and there was 
no more reason why India should be 
called upon to pay part of the increased 
charges for the maintenance of troops 
in South Africa than that she should be 
called upon to share in their main- 
tenance at Aldershot or Salisbury Plain. 
The fact that South Africa was a more 
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convenient strategic centre was no 
reason for requiring that India should 
pay the cost of maintaining troops there 
instead of in England. India in times 
of crisis had frequently been called upon 
to send a large force to different parts 
of the Empire. She sent 9,000 men 
who sived Ladysmith; she sent 16,000 
men who helped to save the Pekin Lega- 
tions; reserves from India saved the 
British administrators in Uganda at 
the time of the Soudanese Mutiny 
She had helped us in Somaliland 
and in Egypt. Her forces had always 
been looked upon as a reserve for the 
Empire; yet it had never been sug- 
gested that England should pay the cost 
of maintaining troops in India. The 
error proposed to be committed was of 
a piece with that which was committed 
when the Indian princes were enter- 
tained at the Coronation, and it was pro- 
posed to send in the billto India. [Lord 
GrOoRGE HAMILTON: No.| Perhaps the 
noble Lord would explain in his reply. 
The unanimity with which the latest pro- 
posal of the Government had been con- 
demned in India was remarkable. He 
was delighted it had been abandoned, 
and was only fearful that it might be 
revived, and that thereby the confidence 
of the Indian people in British justice 
would be shaken. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he rose to ask the Government 
to have the courage of their expenditure. 
It seemed to him the Government had 
run up a heavy bill for military ex- 
penditure and were endeavouring to 
palm off a considerable portion of the 
cost upon the poor people of India. The 
Government seemed to be frightened at 
the cost of their own military prepara- 
tions. In his opinion the Government 
of India had been treated very scurvily 
by the War Office authorities in charging 
them with £786,000 a year without 
allowing them any voice in the allocation 
of the money, and in absolute defiance of 
the wishes of the Indian Government. It 
seemed to him not to be right for the 
home Government to engage in great 
schemes of Army reform unless they were 
prepared to pay for them. The Indian 
Government, in an admirable despatch 
in which they objected to this expenditure, 
stated that the change in the Army 
scheme at home was introduced, not so 
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much to meet Indian needs as Imperial 
needs, and its effect upon the military and 
financial situation in India would be 
extremely serious. ‘To his mind, despite 
the authority of the Lord Chief Justice, 
the pleas of the Indian Government were 
quite unanswerable. The reference of 
the matter to the Lord Chief Justice 
seemed to him to be dragging this 
Imperial question to the level of a 
divorce case. ‘The last proposal, which 
he was glad to see had been dropped, 
was the most monstrous of all. After 
all, these reserves at home on which 
the Secretary for War had laid so much 
stress would not be available for India 
unless we had command of the sea. It 
seemed to him that the War Office had 
started its great scheme of Army organisa- 
tion without any reference at all to the 
action of the Navy. Nothing could be 
more ridiculous than to overlook that 
point. The Secretary for India rather 
cavilled at the remark of one of the hon. 
Members for Lancashire that the Viceroy 
had declared that this additional charge 
of £786,000 would hamper his policy 
without securing increased efficiency for 
the Indian Army. Was it wise to sacrifice 
efficiency to the exigencies of Imperial 
needs? Undoubtedly this scheme for 
imposing so large an extra burden would 
have a prejudicial effect on the people of 
India, and the words of the Viceroy were 
a strong censure on the action of the 
home Government, which he ventured to 
siy had nothing to do with India or with 
the welfare of the Empire. It seemed to 
be more the proposal of a gentleman 
desiring to increase his practice at the 
Old Bailey than that of a far-sighted 
Imperial statesman. Who was_ the 
arbitrator selected? The Lord Chief 
Justice. And this great change wasdecided 
in the same building and by the same 
people as were connected with divorce 
cases and other unsavory matters. That 
was bringing Imperialism down to a very 
low level. The award was given entirely 
in favour of the home Government, and 
a'] the contentions of the noble Lord and 
the Indian Government were swept aside. 
But the proposal, which had now been 
dropped, to make the Indian Government 
pay for the increased garrison in South 
Africa, was the most monstrous of all. 
Surely for Imperial purposes the Imperial 
Government could pay its own way. 
The proposal appeared to emanate from 
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Committee, who always had their 
eyes fixed on the wrong place. That 
Committee should be set to work on 
the fiscal inquiry, and as they were 
generally wrong they would probably 
come out on the side of the Colonial 
Secretary. It was very hard that the 
necessity of an army in India should be 
made the pretext for further exactions 
from India. If England continued to 
throw such burdens on India, without 
considering whether she could bear 
them, the extra?’-ance would become 
an Imperial menace, rf? he could not 
conceive anything more dangerous 
than that the people of India should get 
the idea that they were being exploited 
for the benefit of the home country. 
Why did not the noble Lord govern 
India according to the wishes of the 
people as expressed by the Indian 
Government? He protested against 
these constant attempts to bleed the 
people of India, millions of whom were 
on the verge of starvation. and contended 
that the practice was not founded on 
the principles of justice. 


*Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton) 
shared the view of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean that there was not much cause for 
rejoicing in the ;resent Budget. The 
financial] position showed great stability, 
but that did not necessarily point to 
the welfare of the people of India. The 
sitisfaction at the reduction of the salt 
tux was larg<ly minimised by the state- 
ment that that, too, was a sort of 
financial reserve. In England, that 
description was applied to the income 
tax which fell on people able to pay it, 
but the salt tax fell upon the poorest of 
the people. The population was chiefly 
dependent upon agriculture, which, 
according to the Secretary of State, was 
in a deplorable condition and lacked 
expansion. In such a state of things, 
where was the evidence of the comfort 
of the people. Moreover, according 
to the Census of 1901, the population 
was stationary, and that was always 
regarded as a mark of the decay of a 
uation. There was no occasion for 
congratulation, and he failed to under- 
stand how the noble Lord could con- 
scientiously contend that we had im- 
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people of India, who were seven times 
the number of the inhabitants of the 
United Kingdom. 


*Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) said 
it was a curious circumstance that while 
the Government had done a great deal to 
improve the condition of the Army 
Medical Corps, the present Secretary of 
State for War was a much-abused man 
(wrongly, he thonght), as hehad instituted 
many most valuable Army reforms, and 
was a hard: and cong.” ntious worker. 
jut if he had never Gouc anything but 
reform the Royal Army Medical Corps, he 
had succeeded where ail other Secretaries 
of State had failed, and he deserved, and 
would in the end receive, the eternal grati- 
tude of the British public, and especially 
of the British soldier. The Indian 
(sovernment seemed bent on refusing to 
learn the lesson taught by the agitation 
to reform the Royal Army Medical Corps, 
and were trying to destroy the Indian 
medical service, which he trusted the 
Secretary of State for India, who had per- 
formed such great services to his country 
in various important offices, would surely 
frustrate. In recent years the rate of 
pension had fallen from £750 to £500, 
and one of the chief grievances was the 
limitation of private fees by the Govern- 
ment. The rules which had been laid 
down were an insult to the service of the 
med‘cal profession. The result of these 
pia-pricks would be to destroy the popu- 
larity of the service, but he hoped that 
now the matter had been brought before 
the House by one of se high scientific 
attainments as the hon. Member for 
London University, the noble Lord would 
take these complaints into consideration. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merion- 
ethshire) drew attention to the cost of the 
Durbar, which had been described by 
Lord Curzon as a landmark in the native 
history of India. There was no definite 
announcement made in Lord Curzon’s 
speech as to any reforms for the people of 
India. Varue promisesof some finan: ial 
relief had been made, but the Govern- 
ment should have gone further than 
they had indicated in the remission of 
taxation and in broadening the basis of 
Indian administration. The present 
unsympathetic Imperialism and cast-iron 
exclusion of the natives from all partici- 
pation in the government of their own 
affairs, was a poor policy after the ex- 
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pectations raised by the Durbar. He 
hed not a word to say against Lord 
Curzon. His Lordship had done very 
well, but he had not faced the problem 
of Indian poverty. Let the House con- 
trast the last quarter of a century with 
the two decades preceding. From 1858 
to 1878, in the reign of Canning, 
Lawrence, and Northbrook, peace and 
retrenchments prevailed, frontier wars 
were avoided, Mysore was given back 
to native administration, education was 
promoted, and Universities were estab- 
lished ; but from 1878 to the present 
time had been a period of “ Imperialism,” 
and there had been a reign of depression, 
wasteful wars, and no remedial legisla- 
tion, two Afghan wars, large increases 
of debt and taxation, and the exclusion 
of the natives from the higher services, 
and frequent and devastating famines. 
Was the Durbar to be the high-water 
mark of reform for these struggling 
and silent people? Was there no states- 
man to remove this devastating and 
blighting Imperialism from India, and 
give the people of India some voice in the 
management of their own affairs? Witl:- 
out such reforms the Durbar would be a 
mockery. 


Revenue Accounts. 


*Mrk COMPTON RICKETT (Sear- 
borough) thought the statement of the 
noble Lord that the increase of military 
expenditure was justifiable, apart from 
Imperial considerations, could hardly 
have been well considered. The alarms 
to which we had been subjected were 
mainly due to our persistent determina 


tion to prevent Russia reaching the 
open sea. Great Britain had blocked 


her out of the Eastern Mediterranean ; 
refused her access to the Persian Gulf, 
and driven her to extend her Siberian 
communications into Manchuria. The 
arrival of Russia at Port Arthur in the 
Pacific was the ultimate consequence of 
the closing of the Dardanelles. Did any 
expert believe that the conquest of India 
by Russia was within the range of possi- 
bility for this generation? India _pos- 
sessed so long a seaboard that no military 
Power could hoid that country against 
a Power commanding the sea. Those 
best acquainted with the problem knew 
that the real object of Russia was quite 
different. Her India was to be found 
in a reversion to the Asiatic provinces 
of Turkey. Her necessity was open 
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ports for all the yearround. These were 
the real reasons for these fresh charges 
on the resources of India. In recent 
years there had been an increase of popu- 
lation which was startling in comparison 
with the condition of things before the 
British occupation. When famine and 
plague were not at work, there was a 
su: plus for which provision must be found. 
The present population was probably in 
excess per acre of the number the land 
could properly carry. China, in a like 
condition, found the necessity for an outlet 
irresistible. Indian colonies were already 
scattered on the eastern seaboard of 
Africa. The tropical and sub-tropical 
portions of our African territory were 
well fitted to our Indian fellow-subjects, 
but practically impossible to white coloni- 
sation. Let the Government secure equal 
rights of British citizenship to the Indian 
colonists, and the inter-dependence of the 
two countries for military defence might 
be then fairly discussed. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON said the 
question of the position of the Chief 
Courts of Burma and the Punjab had 
been frequently before the Indian 
Government, and only recently they 
came to the conclusion that under the 
particular conditions which existed in 
both those provinces it was advisable still 
to keep the Courts as they were The 
subsidy payable to the late Ameer of 
Afghanistan was dependent on an agree- 
ment made between him and the Indian 
Government, and they were in negotiation 
with the present Ameer for an agreement 
on somewhat similar lines. There was a 
certain credit at the disposal of his High- 
ness the late Ameer which the present 
Ameer has not exhausted ; and, pending 
the conclusion of the new arrangement, 
the Viceroy is perfectly ready, if His 
Highness wishes, to make some pecuniary 
advance in connection with the subsidy 
that would, when the arrangement was 
completed, be payable to the Ameer. He 
thought hon. Members might fairly 
assume that if the Ameer had not drawn 
upon this credit, it was because his 
treasury was in such a satisfactory 
condition that for the time being he did 
not want it. 


THe MASTER or ELIBANK: It is 
not correct to say, then, that he has 
declined the subsidy ? 


Mr. Compton Rickett. 
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was not true. He would like to make 
one criticism upon the speeches which 
had been made by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He did not think hon. 
Gentlemen realised the mischievous effect 
which the language they used produced 
in India. His right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War and himself 
had been attacked in the customary 
recognised Parliamentary manner because 
they made certain proposals that did not 
meet with the view of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Provided that that language 
was confined to these islands he should 
| be the last man to object ; but when it 
went out to India it would have the most 
unfortunate effect ; and those out there 
who read tle speeches that had been 
made that night would be under the 
impression, notwithstanding the state- 
ment by the Secretary of State for 
War and himself, that there had 
been an unfair attempt made to 
place on the Indian Revenues charges 
which properly belonged to the Imperial 
Exchequer. That was absolutely untrue, 
and he ventured respectfully to pro- 
test against language and arguments of 
the kind that had been used. He had, 
during the time he had been responsible 
for the Government of India, tried 
to hold the balance between the Indian 
Exchequer and the Imperial Exchequer, 
and he had been successful in effecting 
an arrangement which previous Secre 
taries of State for India had failed to 
achieve. In this particular case of the 
jinerease of pay, everybody talked as 
| though an unnecessary charge had been 
| suddenly imposed on India. It was part 
; and parcel of the contract which existed 
| between the Indian Government and the 
Imperial Government that the Indian 
Government should pay to all the soldier: 
to be maintained by them the same 
emoluments that were paid to the soldiers 
inthe Home Army. The British Govern- 
ment were forced by exigencies to put 
up the rate of pay and to charge the 
taxpayers of this country with that part 
which was due to be payable to the men 
in the Home Army ; and surely it was a 
monstrous perversion of the fact to 
pretend that the Government had gone 
out of their way to put an unnecessary 








charge on the Indian Government, And 
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yet that was the language that had been 
used from first to last. He would ask 
hon. Gentlemen just to consider, before 
they spoke again on the Indian Budget, 
what effect it would have in India. He 
could assure them that that language 
went out exaggerated and distorted, and 
that it became greatly magnified in the 
native Press. If they really believed that 
the union of the two countries was 
beneficial to both, they should be careful 
not to make use of language, the conse- 
quence of which they would be the first 
to deplore. 


The right hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Forest of Dean based his 
objection to the proposal for keeping 
a reserve in South Africa almost on one 
word. He said they must assume that 
there must be immediate reinforcements 
of the garrison of India in certain con- 
tingencies, and contended that no rein- 
foreement would be necessary for a 
considerable number of months. He 
went on to imply that any military man 
or expert who looked into the question 
would arrive at his opinion. That was 
exactly the point that had been gone 
into with great minuteness, and it 
was because in certain contingencies 
reinforcements must arrive in India at a 
given time, if they were to be of any 
use at all, that they had made the 
suggestion as to the maintenance of a 
reserve in South Africa. If that pro- 
posal was put on one side a future 
Government might be forced to come to 
the conclusion that they had no alter- 
native but to increase the garrison of 
India. It was because he had always 
been in favour of economy in India in 
regard to the military establishment that 
be had given his assent reluctantly to 
this proposal, which he believed was the 
most economical solution of the question. 
As regarded the military question, there 
were two matters worthy of considera. 
tion. First of all, was the present system 
the best ? He had always believed that 
from the Indian point of view it was 
the most economical, and he thought 
there were serious political objections to 
establishing a separate white force in 
India that would always be located there. 
A Pretorian guard always suggested 
ideas that were applicable in every climate 
and every country, and it would be 
regretable if a white force misbehaved 
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and could not be removid. He admitted 
that it was a debatable point, and that 
there were men of high authority who 
held a different opinior. He believed 
that this was the best s\ stem for India, 
but ke admitted that if the financial 
strain of the present systcm became too 
great it might be necessa1y to reconsider 
the question. The second question was 
—did the system work fairly between 
India and Great Britain? To the best 
of his belief, it had worked fairly in the 
sense that India paid for nothing except 
to compensate the War Office for the 
actual disbursements which they made. 
It might be that the system was ex- 
pensive and that from time to time 
charges were put upon India which 
they would rather not have to impose, 
but that was nota question of mere 
justice. 

He had listened with some regret 
to the remaitks of one hon. Member 
who drew a contrast between the policy 
of Lord Curzon and that of some 
of his predecessors. The hon. Member 
pointed to the state of poverty in which 
the Indian people were said to be now 
as compared with what they were in 
previous years. He ventured, with 
some personal knowledge, to controvert 
those statements. He dd not think that 
more attention had ever been given to 
every branch of Indian administration 
so as toameliorate the condition of the 
poorer classes than was the case now. 
And this was carried on with a due 
regard to the Imperial well-being of 
India. There had been a large reduc- 
tion of taxation ; there had been an im- 
provement in agriculture; education 
had been reorganised and its administra- 
tion improved. Surely all these were 
matters that should come home to the 
poorest classes in India. He thought 
that it was very unfair to charge Lord 
Curzon with neglecting the poorer com- 
munity because he had Imperial aspira- 
tions. Onthe contrary, he thought the 
prolongation of Lord Curzon’s term of 
office had given universal satisfaction, 
and tonone more than to the poorest 
of the population. With regard to 
the position of their Indian fellow- 
subjects in South Africa, there was a 
desire that every legitimate pressure 
should be used with regard to the local 
authcrities, so that the natives of India 
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should be treated more in accordance 
with British rule and British ideas ; and 
he could only assure his hon. friend that 
he should do everything in his power to 
bring legitimate pressure to bear to 
ameliorate the position of their Indian 
subjects already located in South Africa. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said the noble Lord had 
thought it necessary to lecture those hon. 
Members who had ventured to differ from 
him in the debate upon this question. 
The noble Lord had also taken credit for 
carrying out great reforms. Surely hon. 
Members of this House were entitled to 
put forward their views without being 
told that they were perverting facts 
while the Secretary of State for India 
himself claimed to be the only reformer 
on Indian matters. He wished to ask 
the noble Lord one or two Questions. 
He wished to know in the first place 
what were the Imperial aspirations 
which he said Lord Curzon held. 
The noble Lord stated that a certain 
amount of deference was due to Lord 
Curzon in that matter. He ventured to 
think that the fact Lord Curzon held 
these Imperial aspirations, was all the 
more reason why some Members of the 
House should object strongly to the new 
Imperialism. It appeared that the 
Secretary of State for India had been in 
communication with the Colonial Office 
with reference to Indian subjects in the 
Transvaal. He understood from what he 
had seen in the Press that the argument 
in favour of coolies being allowed to be 
imported in South Africa, was that their 
labour was required. He asked the noble 
Lord to give a reply, ‘‘yes” or “no,” to 
this Question. Has he given any distinct 
reply to the Colonial Office on the question 
of the importation of coolies? He must 
bewellawarethatin the Legislative Council 
of the Transvaal an ordinance had been 
passed distinctly excluding Indians from 
participating in the administration of the 
Transvaal. If the hon. Member for North- 
East Bethnal Green were in the Trans- 
vaal he would not be allowed to sit in 
the Legislative Council. He submitted 
therefore that this was an injustice to 
place upon an intelligent portion of 
Indian subjects. Having in view that 
this ord nance had been passed, the 
Indian Government had stated that 


The Master of Elibonk. 
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they would refuse to allow any impor 
tation of coolies into South Africa. The 
noble Lord was also aware that the 
President of the British Indian Asso- 
ciation in the Transvaal had addressed 
several protests to the Colonial Office 
with reference to the ill-treatment of 
Indian subjects there. A petition from 
that association stated that never in 
the time of President Kruger’s rule were 
they so badly treated as they were 
now. Would the noble Lord say now 
definitely whether the indignties to British 
Indian subjects in the Transvaal were to 
be permitted to continue with the sanction 
and approval of the India Office ? 
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*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : Cer- 
tainly not. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
(Considered in Committee.) 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it appears from the 
Accounts presented to Parliament that in 
1901-2 the revenue of India amounted 
to £76,344,535, the expenditure charged 
against revenue to £71,394,282, and the 
capital expenditure not charged to revenue 
to £4,071,152.— (Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 


Resolution to be reported. 


MILITAKY LANDS BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
PENAL SERVITUDE BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
ALKALI, ETC., WORKS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
POOR PRISONERS DEFENCE BILL. 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 
SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 


Resolved, That this House do mect 
to-morrow at Ten of the clock.—(Sir 
A. Acland-Hood.) 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 28th day of July, 
Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
without Question put. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 





Twelve o'clock. 





An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Specch rndicates revision by the Member. 





He 


ani 
SO 


He 


He 
da: 


th 








1 Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech andicates revision by the Member. 


1281 Commission, {14 Aucust 1903 } Commission. 1282 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 14th August, 1903. 
RETURNS REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 


No. 394 Turks and Caicos Islands. 
Report for 1902. 


BOILER EXPLOSIONS, 


Report to the Secretary of the Board 
of Trade upon the working of the Boiler 
Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890, with 
appendices (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper (Cd. 1254)). 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN TRADE AND 
INDUSTRY. 

Memoranda, statistical tables, and 
charts prepared in the Board of Trade 
with reference to various matters bear- 
ing on British and foreign trade and 
industrial conditions. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREFERENTIAL AND RETALIATORY 
DUTIES. 
Return respecting. Laid before the 


House (pursuant to Order of Wednesday 
last), and to be printed. (No. 220.) 


SUBSIDIES TO SHIPPING COMPANIES. 


Returns respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Order of yesterday), 
and to be printed. (No. 221.) 


SOUTH AFRICA (SHIPMENT OF RAILS). 


Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Address of yester- 


day), and to be printed. (No. 222.) 


LOCOMOTIVES ACT, 1865. 


Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Address of yester- 
day), and to be printed. 


MILITARY LANDS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendment agreed to. 


POOR PRISONERS’ DEFENCE BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


VOL. CXXVII. [Fourtu Serizs.] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPKIA- 
TION) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons: Read 
1*: Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended) Bill, read 2° (Zhe 
Earl of Selborne):; Committee negatived : 
Bill read 3°, and passed. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


COMMISSION. 


The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 


1. Consolidated Fund (Appropria- 
tion). 
. London Education. 
. Marriages Legalisation. 
. Boardof Agricultureand Fisheries. 
. Railways (Electrical Power). 
. South African Loan and War Con- 
tribution. 

7. Military Works. 

8. Public Works Loans. 

9. Isle of Man (Customs). 

10. Housing of the Working Classes 
(No. 2.) 

11. Public Buildings Expenses. 

12. Expiring Laws Continuance. 

13. Revenue. 

14. Licensing Acts (Scotland) Con- 
solidation and Amendment. 

15. Poor Prisoners’ Defence. 

16. County Courts Jurisdiction Ex- 
tension. 

17. Motor Cars. 

18, Burgh Police (Scotland). 

19. Town Councils (Scotland). 

20. Sheep Scab. 

21. Irish Land. 

22. Employment ot Children. 

23. Military Lands. 

24. Marine Store Dealers (Ireland). 

25. Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways 
Orders Confirmation. 

26. Lerwick Harbour Improvements 
Act, 1877, Amendment Order Confirma- 
tion. 

27. Glasgow Corporation ‘Tramways 
Order Confirmation. 

28. Auchterarder Town Council Order 
Confirmation. 

29. Patent Office (Extension). 

30. South Staffordshire Tramways 

31. Liverpool University. 

32. Bradford Corporation. 
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33. Bury and District Joint Water 
Board. 

34. Preston, Chorley, and Horwich 
Tramways. 

35. Salford Corporation. 

36. Shropshire and Worcestershire 
Electric Power. 

37. North-Western 
Power Gas. 

38. Hastings Harbour. 

39. Hastings Harbour District Rail- 
way. 

40. Scottish Central Electric Power. 

41. Mid Yorkshire Tramways. 

42. Bangor Corporation. 

43. South-Western and Isle of Wight 
Junction Railway. 

44. Ebbw Vale Improvement. 

45. Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation. 

46. Dover Corporation. 

47. Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board. 

48. Stroud and District Tramways. 

49. Erith Tramways and Improve- 
ment. 

50. Great Central Railway. 

51. Gateshead Corporation. 

52. South Yorkshire Joint Railways. 

53. North-Eastern Railway. 

54. Sheffield Corporation. 

55. Cork Harbour. 

56. Hainault Forest. 

57. Seaforth and Sefton Junction 
Railway. 

58. Coventry Electric Tramways. 

59. Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy 
Railway. 

60. Croydon and District Electric 
Tramways. 

61. Ulster and Connaught 
Railways. 

62. North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply. 


Electricity and 


Light 


THE KING’S SPEECH. 


His Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech 
was delivered to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment by the Lord High Chancellor ( in 
pursuance of His Majesty's Command) 
as followeth : — 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


“The visit which I was able to pay 
during the spring to the capitals of 
Portugal, Italy, and France, has, I trust, 
produced good results. Nothing could 
have exceeded the cordiality of the 
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reception which I experienced through- 
out my journey. 


“More recently the President of the 
French Republic has been My guest. 
His visit has given rise to a striking 
exhibition of the feelings of mutual good- 
will which prevail between the two 
countries. 


“The situation in the European pro- 
vinces of Turkey continues to be a sub- 
ject of general anxiety. My Government, 
acting in concert with those of Austria- 
Hungary and Russia and the other 
Signatories of the Treaty of Berlin, have 
used their best efforts to restrict tl:e 
area of disturbance, and to impress upon 
those concerned the necessity of self- 
restraint and moderation, 


“T earnestly hope that the scheme of 
reforms pressed on the Porte by the two 
Powers most nearly concerned, and 
strongly supported by My Government, 
may effect some improvement in the 
condition of all classes of the population 
in Macedonia. 


“The ratifications of the Treaty of 
Commerce and Navigation concluded 
with China in September, 1902, have 
now been exchanged, and portions of 
the Treaty will come into immediate 
operation. 


“| have also concluded with His Im- 
perial Majesty the Shah of Persia a Con- 
vention which will place the commercial 
relations of the two countries on a more 
secure and satisfactory basis in the 
future. 


‘*In the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colonies the work of resettlement and 
pacification has made great progress. 
The recently constituted Legislative 
Councils, containing unofficial members 
representing the various interests and 
sections of the community, have held 
their first session, and have rendered 
valuable services in preparing and passing 
the measures necessary for the good 
Government of My new Culonies. A 
Customs Convention, which includes 
preferential treatment for imports from 
the mother country, has been ratified by 
the Legislatures of all the Colonies of 
British South Africa, the union of which, 
for fiscal] purposes, is. an important and 
necessary step in the direction of their 
ultimate political federation. 
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“In My Indian Empire the return 
of favourable seasons and the improve- 
ment of the finances have enabled 
important reductions of taxation to be 
given, which, I trust, will perceptibly 
ameliorate the condition of the people. 
Agriculture and trade continue to 
exhibit signs of sustained progress, 
while the most recent information as 
to the present season’s rainfall and the 
promise of the crops is generally re- 
assuring. 


“The operations conducted by My 
forces in Somaliland for the protection 
of certain tribes who had suffered from 
the depredations of the Mullah Abdullah 
have not yet been concluded; but the 
flight of the enemy’s forces from his 
original position in a _north-easterly 
direction will enable a further move- 
ment to be undertaken against him 
under more favourable conditions. 


“T am glad to have been able, within 
the last few months, to visit My people 
both in Scotland and Ireland. The 
warm expressions of goodwill with 
which I was everywhere received have 
greatly touched Me. 


“In Ireland My visit to the Capital, 
to Belfast, the chief centre of industrial 
enterprise, to Londonderry, through 
Connemara to Galway, and to Cork, 
enabled Me to realise how much is 
being attempted, and by how many 
agencies, to improve the housing 
accommodation of the working popula- 
tion, to stimulate commercial activity, 
to alvance the methods of agriculture, 
to develop technical education, and to 
provide for the sick and infirm. Much 
remains to be done, but it was with 
feelings of the deepest gratification that 
I noticed signs of increasing concord 
between all classes in Ireland, presaging, 
as I hope, a new era of united efforts 
for the general welfare. 


“ Gentlemen of the House of Commons,— 
“] thank you for the liberality with 
which you have made provision for the 
services for the year. 


“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 


«A measure to expedite the conversion 
of agricultural tenancies into occupation 
ownerships throughout Ireland has been 
passed in a form which offers induce- 
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ments towards the continued residence of 
landowners among their countrymen, and 
provides facilities for improving the 
conditions of life in the poorer districts of 
the West. This reform, by removin 
ancient causes of social dissension, will, 
heartily trust, conduce to the common 
benefit of all My Irish subjects. 


‘The scheme for co-ordinating and im- 
proving our system of secondary and 
elementary education, which was applied 
to the rest of England and Wales by the 
enactment of last year, has now been 
completed by its extension to London. 
I am hopeful that great advantage will 
be derived from this far-reaching educa- 
tional reform. 


“ Although the measure for making the 
Port of London adequate, under modern 
conditions, to the commercial needs of the 
Metropolis, has not passed through all its 
stages, the time expended on it has not 
been lost ; and I trust it will become law 
at an early period of next session. 


“T congratulate you on passing an Act 
enabling My Government to carry into 
effect My engagement to co-operate with 
other Powers in bringing about the 
abolition of bounties on sugar. 


“The law relating to the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors in Scotland has been 
consolidated and greatly improved. 


“T have gladly given My assent to 
legislation for regulating the employment 
of children, for controlling the use of 
motor-cars, and for reorganising the 
administration of the Patriotic Fund. 

“T pray that the results of your 
labours may be assured by the pro- 
tection and blessing of Almighty God.” 


Then a Commission for proroguing 
Parliament was read. 


After which the Lord Chancellor said— 


My Lords and Gentlemen, 


By virtue of His Majesty’s Commission, 
under the Great Seal, to us and other 
Lords directed, and now read, we do, in 
His Majesty’s name, and in obedience to 
His Commands, prorogue this Parliament 
to Monday the Second day of November 
next, to be then here holden; and this 
Parliament is accordingly prorogued to 
Monday the Second day of November 
next. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 14th August, 1903. 


The House met at-Ten of the Clock. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT LOAD LINE. 


Communicated Paper [presented 13th 
August]; to be printed. [No. 356.] 


BOILER EXPLOSIONS ACTS, 1882 
AND 1890. 

Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary of the Board of Trade upon 
the working of the Boiler Explosions 
Acts, 1882 and 1890, with Appendices 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 13th August ; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. {No 357.] 


TEACHERS’ PENSION FUND 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report on the 
Valuation of the Teachers’ Pension 
Fund (Ireland) on the 3lst December 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table, 
List of the Bills, Reports, Estimates, and 
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Accounts and Papers printed by order 
of the House, and of Papers presented 
by Command, Session 1903, with a 
General Alphabetical Index thereto, 
27th Parliament, Fourth Session, 3rd 
Edward VII., 17th February, 1903, to 
14th August, 1903; to be printed. [No 
358. ] 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIR- 
CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Shipments of Welsh Coal to the Far East. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can give the shipments of 
Welsh coal for last month and the 
corresponding month of 1902 to Japan, 
China and Hong-Kong, and Colombo and 
Singapore respectively, and also the ship- 
ments to the same countries and ports for 
the first seven months of 1903 and 1902 ; 


‘can he say, under shipments, to which 


country the coal is entered in the monthly 
Board of Trade Returns in cases where a 
charter party contains the option of 
several ports of destination, and is the 
exporter required to declare a specific 
destination. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
following figures give the information 
asked for so far as it can be supplied. 

Quantities of Welsh coal exported to the 
undermentioned countries during the 
months of July 1902 and 1903, and also 
the quantities exported during the seven 
months ended 31st July 1902 and 1903, 
respectively— 








Countries. Month. July. Seven Months ended 31st July. 
1902. 1903. 1902. 1903. 
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. 
Japan - - - - - - 3,236 20 806 30,952 74,917 
China and Hong-Kong : - — 21,377 65,086 120,933 
Ceylon and Straits Settlements - 11,004 29,429 234,925 172,200 

















The place of destination is required to 
be stated in the Customs Export Entries. 
In the comparatively few cases in which 
more than one port is stated, the coal is 
credited to the country in which the 
first-mentioned port is situated. 








Produce of United Kingdom Supplied for 
War Purposes in South Africa. 

Mr. WHITLEY THOMSON ( York- 
shire, W.R., Skipton): To ask the See. 
retary of State for War if he will state 
for the years 1900, 1901, and 1902 
what are the amounts of the produce and 
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manufactures of the United Kingdom 


(Juestions. 


supplied for war purposes in South 
Africa which are included in the Board 
of Trade Returns for these years. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I am not able to supply the hon. Member 
with the required information. The 
Question should be addressed to the 
Board of Trade. 


Commissions in King’s African Rifles 
for Volunteers. 


Mr, CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether any commissions in 
the King’s African Rifles have been given 
to Volunteers under Home District Order 
No. 2, of 18th March, 1903; and, if so, 
how many. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) No 
officer of the Vulunteer Forces has yet 
been selected for appointment to the 
King’s African Rifles. 


Veterinary Doctors and the Army 
Veterinary Department. 


Mr. WILLIAM M‘KILLOP (Sligo, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he is aware that the leaders of 
the veterinary profession have advised 
their recent graduates not to join the 
Army Veterinary Department under 
the existing warrant; will he state how 
many men the Department are in want 
of, and how many men were up at the 
last examination, and how many passed ; 
and also if the Report of the Committee 
on the Army Veterinary Department is 
yet signed ; and, if so, will he give the 
date of signing, and lay it upon the Table 
of the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I am aware that veterinary surgeons have 
been advised in certain publications mot 
to enter the Army Department ; but the 
heads of the veterinary college disclaim 
any such advice. The number of 
vacancies is now forty. At the last 
examination there were four candidates, 
and two failed medically and the other 
two failed to qualify. The Report was 
signed on the 8th April. It is not 
proposed to publish it; but action is 
being taken with regard to it. 
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Condition of Artillery Horses exposed 
to weather at Trawsfynydd Camp, 
Merionethshire. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merion- 
ethshire): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
drawn to the condition of the Artillery 
horses in the camp at Trawsfynydd, 
Merionethshire, during the four weeks 
of rain in the month of July, when 
they were exposed to the weather 
without any covering; and, if so, 
whether he will take steps to remedy 
this condition of things. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
No Report has been received at the War 
Office of the matter mentioned. The 
General Officer Commanding may safely 
be relied upon to take such steps as may 
be necessary in such cases. 


Autumn Cruise of Channel Squadron. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can state what arrangements 
have been made for the cruise of the 
Channel Squadron during the ensuing 
autumn; and whether it is part of the 
arrangements that the Squadron is to 
visit Lough Foyle on its cruise. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
programme proposed for the autumn 
cruise of the Channel Fleet has not yet 
been received from the Vice-Admiral 
Commanding. The Vice-Admiral has 
been directed to consider the question 
of including a visit to Lough Foyle in 
the programme for the cruise, should 
the convenience of the Service allow; 
but I cannot yet state definitely whether 
it will be found possible to comply with 
the wishes that have been expressed on 
this point. 


Erection or Buoy on Tuns Bank, Lough 
Foyle. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
gaslighted sounding buoy promised by 
him on behalf of the Irish Light Commis- 
sioners some months ago to be erected at 
the Tuns Bank entrance to Lough Foyle 
has as yet been placed in position ; and, 
if not, what is the cause of the delay. 
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(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that the buoy referred to by the 
hon. Member has not yet been placed in 
position. Special buoys have to be 
constructed, and gasworks for charging 
them erected, all of whieh are being 
proceeded with as rapidly as possible. 


Alleged Deserters from Steamship ‘‘ Rom- 
ford” at Madagascar. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) : To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the circumstances under which eleven 
seamen were left behind as alleged 
deserters from the steamship “ Romford,” 
of London, at the port of Vohemar, 
Madagascar, on the 12th December last ; 
ifso, whether he can state the amount of 
wages due to these men and the amount 
expended by the owners in hiring 
substitutes in the place of men so left 
behind ; whether the balance of the wages 
due to the said eleven men has been paid 
over to the Consolidated Fund as provided 
for by the Merchant Shipping Act ; and 
whether, seeing that the master of the 
steamship ‘‘ Romford,” before leaving the 
men behind, failed to obtain a certificate 
from a Consul or two merchants stating 
the circumstances under which the men 
were so left behind, he will say what 
action he proposes to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) My 
attention has been directed to this case, 
but wages accounts have not been 
rendered, nor have the Board of Trade 
any information as to the expenses 
incurred by the owners in hiring sub- 
stitutes. No balances have been paid 
over by the owners, and the question of 
claiming from them repaymentof expenses 
incurred by the Government for the sea- 
men is now under consideration. 


Delay in Telegram to Colombo. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that a telegram sent to Colombo 
on the 21st March last did not reach the 
person to whom it was addressed up to 
the evening of the 24th March when he 
sailed away from that island; that on 
applying for redress the sender was in- 
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formed by the British postal authorities 
that no compensation was possible, and that 
an inquiry could not be instituted because 
under the regulations of the International 
Telegraph Convention a complaint of a 
delay of an extra European telegram is 
not referred from one administration to 
another unless the delay amounts to six 
days ; and, if so, whether he will endea- 
vour to remedy this state of things, and 
reduce the six days limit to one of six 
hours. 


(Arswered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The telegram in question was ordered by 
the sender to be forwarded via Turkey, 
and although duly despatched from this 
country it appears to have subsequently 
sustained the delay of which complaint 
was made. Under the present regula- 
tions of the International Telegraph Con- 
vention, inquiries are not, as a rule, made 
into cases of delay unless the delay is such 
as to constitute a claim to refundment of 
the charge. In the case of Extra Euro- 
pean telegrams this delay is fixed at six 
days ; but under the revised regulations 
which were adopted at the recent Inter- 
national Telegraph Conference, and which 
will come into force on Ist July, 1904, 
this period will be reduced to three days. 


Approximate Values of British 
icultural ductions. 


Mr. LAMBERT: (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the hon. Member for 
North Huntingdonshire, as representing 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
if there are any estimates, and, if so, 
would he give them, of the approximate 
annual values produced by British 
farmers of wheat, barley, oats, other 
grain, beef, mutton, pork, Lutter, cheese, 
and milk, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
Returns are collected annually by the 
Board of the estimated production of 
wheat, barley, oats, beans, peas, potatoes, 
roots, hops, and hay in Great Britain, 
and Returns of the prices of the three 
principal cereals are also obtained under 
the Corn Returns Act, 1882. The 
total quantity of wheat, barley, and oats 
estimated to have been produced in 
Great Britain in 1901, valued at the 
average of official prices returned during 
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the cereal year 1901-2, would give the 
following results :— 





Wheat. £9,289,000 
Barley . 9,898,000 
Oats . 3 . 13,993,000 

£33,180,000 


A considerable proportion of these crops 
is, of course, not actually sold by 
farmers. The proportion is different in 
the case of each crop, and would vary 
from one year to another according to 
season and other conditions. The Board 
have no official statistics of the value of 
the other commodities mentioned in 
the Question, but unofficial estimates 


have from time to time been made to! 


which we shall be happy to refer the 
hon. Member. 


Loss on Working of Pacific Cable. 


Captain CLIVE (Herefordshire, Ross) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 


whether, in view of the fact that the loss | 


on the working of the Pacific Cable 
amounted to £120,000 in the year 
ending 3lst March, 1903, he can sta‘e 
the amount of the estimated loss at the 
end of the current financial year. 


(Answered by Mr. Ritchie.) The hon. 
Member has been misinformed on this 
matter. It is not the fact that the 
expenditure of the Pacific Cable Board 
amounted in the two years ending 31st 
March, 1903, to £120,000. The ex- 
penditure of the Board during the two 


years 1901-2 and 1902-3 in which the | 


pacific cable was being made amounted to 
£110,000; the earnings of the cable 
which had been actually paid over to 
it before the 31st March, 1903, amounted 
to £19,500, and this sum, I understand, 
did not inelude sundry amounts collected 


by, but not received from, the various | 


administrations concerned. The net loss, 
or rather the difference between the, 
actual receipts and expenditure, 
amounted, therefore, not to £120,000 | 
but to £90,500, and this sum included | 
£46,000 for interest on debt incurred | 
during construction of the line, and 
£16,500 set aside as a provision for the | 
estimated renewal for the cable itself and. 
the other property of the Board. It is 
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too soon to predict with any approach 
to accuracy the results of the working 
of the present financial year, but the 
Board last January expressed an opinion 
that if nothing unforeseen occurred 
the traffic receipts in the twelve months 
ending 3lst March, 1904, would reach 
£73,400. It placed its expenditure at 
| £168,000, but it included in this sum : 
_ (a) £77,500, the interest and sinking fund 
on the debt ; and (b) £35,500, which it is 
| proposed to set aside during the year for 
the renewal of the cable and its other 
property. The sinking fund, it may be 
| added, is calculated to replace the whole 
|capital expenditure of the Board in a 
| period of fifty years. 


| (ireland) Act—Working of Section 17, 
| Sub-section (a). 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
‘Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state what steps, if 
any, have been taken by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in Ireland to put 
into operation Section 17, Sub-section 
(a), of the Agricultural and Technical 
Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899; has 
the Department instituted any investi- 
|gation with a view to have this sub- 
section duly administered ; and has the 
Department considered the necessity of 
appointing a permanent official conver- 
sant with railway traffic for the ad- 
ministration of this section in order to 
protect Irish industries. 


“fieiand) 4 and Technical Instruction 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Department has taken action in one 
case under the enactment referred to. 
A permanent official, fully conversant 
with railway traffic, is already on the 
staff of the Department. 


Erection of Goods Shed at Rashenny 
Station. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, in view of the experience 

ained by the working company of the 
Rauees and Carndonagh Railway of 
the need for a goods shed at Rashenny 
Station on this railway, the Government 
will consider the advisability of erecting 
one out of the surplus profits accruing to 
the Treasury from the working of the line. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The pro- 
vision of a goods store at Rashenny is a 
matter for the railway.company if it is 
considered requisite for the public accom- 
modation. The reply to the Question is, 
therefore, in the negative. 


Assimilation of Salaries in Irish 
Agricultural Department. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
fact that the Treasury have within the 
last twelve months consented to certain 
clerks in the Agricultural Department, 
who have approximately ten years 
service, being given salaries of £120 a 
year, the Department will take immediate 
steps to place on the same footing certain 
other clerks with nine to eleven years 
service who perform the same class of 
duties as the gentlemen first mentioned, 
but whose salaries are still considerably 
under £100 per annum. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
proposals made by the Department in the 
cases of these clerks were very carefully 
considered by the Treasury. It is not 
at present proposed to take further action 
in the matter. 


Sale of Glebe Lands at Maghery, 
County Donegal. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that some of the 
lands of Maghery Glebe, County Donegal, 
were sold by the Ecclesiastical Estates 
Commissioners without due notice ; and, 
if so, whether anything can now be done 
to remedy the error. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) These 
lands were sold by the Commissioners of 
Church Temporalities to the occupying 
tenants in 1876. If the hon. Member 
will refer to the appendix to the final 
Report of the Commissioners [C. 2773] 
of session 1880, he will find the names of 
some forty-seven tenants to whom the 
lands were sold. In eighteen of these 


cases the conveyances were made direct 
to the occupying tenants, while in the 
remaining twenty-nine cases the hold- 
ings were conveyed at the request of the 
purchasing tenants to other parties. 


{COMMONS} 





(Questions. 1296 


Construction of New Pier at Buncrana 
on Lough Swilly. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that on the 
occasion of the visit of His Majesty to 
Lough Swilly a pontoon had to be tem- 
porarily constructed off Buncrana Pier in 
order that His Majesty’s barge could 
approach the pier; and that, on the 
departure of His Majesty in the evening 
difficulty was experienced by reason 
of want of water at the pier head ; and 
whether in view of these circumstances, 
and the number of fishing smacks that 
during the fishing season cannot find 
accommodation at this pier, the Irish 
Department of Agriculture will consider 
the advisability of constructing a proper 
pier and harbour at this centre. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
question of the construction of a pier at 
Buncrana is engaging attention. 


Evictions on the Massareen Estate, 
County Louth. 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): Toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in connection with the 
pending eviction of Mrs. McQuillen, 
Massareen Estate, Collon, County Louth, 
he will say if inquiry as to the state of 
affairs has been made from the tenant as to 
her ability to produce receipts for twelve 
years’ rent paid for the holding within the 
past twelve years ; and, if so, whether he 
proposes to lend the forces of the Crown 
to carry out the eviction. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
police questioned both the tenant and the 
agent but not for the purpose of deter- 
mining whether protection in the execu- 
tion of the ejectment decree should be 
granted. The Government has no dis- 
pensing power as the hon. Member 
appears to suggest. It is the imperative 
duty of the police to afford every requisite 
measure of protection in the execution of 
the decrees of a Court of Law. 


Commissions in the Regular Army—Regu- 
lations for Militia Officers. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 

Fareham) : To ask the Secretary of State 

for War whether, with reference to 
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paragraph 5 of the new regulations for 
the examination of candidates for com- 
missions in the Regular Forces, officers 
who joined the Militia before 1st January, 
1903, will be allowed for a reasonable 
period to compete under the conditions 
which are now in force, and for which 
they have prepared themselves. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
The military competitive examination 
referred to in paragraph 5 will be a paper 
examination only (as far as 1904 is con- 
cerned), and the necessary qualifying 
literary examination may be passed at 
the Army Entrance Examinations of 
November, 1903, or June, 1904. Those 
candidates who have already qualified at 
such examinations will not be called 
upon to qualify for a second time. 


Clerks in High Courts of Justice — Age 
Limit—Extension to Ireland. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork Co., 
N.E.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury if he can state, in regard to the 
clerks employed in the High Courts of 
Justice, when the sixty-five year age 
limit will come into operation; and 
whether this rule will at the same time 
be extended to Ireland, and apply to the 
clerks employed in the Four Courts, 
Dublin. 


(Answered by Mr. Elliot.) The Orders 
in Council relating to compulsory re- 
tirement at the age of sixty-five are not 
applied to clerks employed in the High 
Court of Justice or in the Four Courts, 
Dublin. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


(THIRD READING, | 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“ That this Bill be now read a third time.” 


Mr.- LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he was afraid that he and 
his friends who were responsible for that 
sitting of the House would be looked 
upon asthe commonenemy. They would 
have been equally glad with hon. Gentle- 
men opposite had it been possible to finish 


the work of the session on the preceding 
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night, but the matter they desired to bring 
forward was one in which their con- 
stituents took a deep interest, and possibly 
there would be no other opportunity of 
discussing it in this Parliament. He 
would first call attention to the new by- 
law which had been issued by the Educa- 
tion Department, interpreting the con- 
science clause. This by-law, if given an 
ordinary interpretation, was, he thought, 
an admirable document, and he would not 
have deemed it possible to place upon it 
the interpretation since given to it by the 
Minister of Education in the House of 
Lords. It proposed to give the local 
authorities the right to declare that the 
time during which religious instruction 
was given in any school should not be 
regarded as ordinary school hours in the 
time-table, so that if any parents objected 
to the religious instruction they could 
not merely withdraw their children 
from that instruction, but from the 
school during the time in which it 
was given. That to his mind was an 
admirable proviso, especially as there 
were some 3,000 parents taking advan- 
tage of the conscience clause. But what 
happened was that such children were 
detained within the precincts of the 
school, and in some cases where no class 
rooms were available they were put in 
dark corridors and forced to remain there. 
They were practically imprisoned, 
although they might be better off in gaol 
(Oh, oh !”] for a convict was not put in 
a corridor, but given a decent cell. The 
interpretation put upon the conscience 
clause was not a fair one. Such children 
should either be allowed to go home, or 
to stay at home longer if the religious 
instruction was given in the early morning. 
In the debate in the other House it was 
argued that children ought not to be 
allowed to leave the school buildings 
unless some provision was made for 
religious instruction for them elsewhere. 
That was not a fair interpretation to put 
on the conscience clause. There were 
thousands of parents who had no affection 
for any dogmas at all, and why should 
their children be penalised by being 
detained forcibly for no useful purpose ? 
In addition to that it was not always 
possible, especially in rural districts, to 
provide special religious instruction for 
children during school hours. This was 
a matter in which the will of the 
parents should prevail. 
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The interpretation put upon the new 
Act, to the effect that County Councils 
were bound to provide prayer books and 
catechisms was one which nobody con- 
templated at the time of the passing of 
the Act, nor indeed was it supposed for 
one instant that they were to be held _re- 
sponsible for the efficiency of religious 
instruction. If they were responsible, 
who wasto report on the efficiency? Were 
the inspectors to examine children in 
the dogmas of the Catholic faith ? 
It had been understood that the County 
Councils were taking over the responsi- 
bility for secular instruction, and that the 
responsibility for religious instruction 
would be upon the managers. If the 
local education authorities were respon- 
sible for providing catechisms, prayer- 
books, and books of comment on religious 
matters, had they any voice at all in the 
selection of the books? In a school he 
knew of at Cardiff, for instance, a catechism 
was used in which the following question 
and answer occurred: —‘“Should you 
attend a Nonconformist place of worship 4 
—No; it would be very foolish and 
wrong.” Now the Cardiff County Council 
was composed mainly of Nonconformists, 
and represented Nonconformists, accord- 
ing to the new interpretation of the Act 
they were responsible for the efficiency of 
the religious instruction in the schools 
under their control. Would the education 
authority be compelled to pay for copies 
of that catechism ? Take, for instance, the 
catechisms taught in some High Church 
Schools. There was Knott’s Catechism 
which stated that the Holy Ghost never 
visited dissenting places of worship. 
Would they be compelled to provide 
copies of that catechism at the invitation 
of fanatical intolerant bigoted gentlemen, 
and at the expense of the Nonconformist 
ratepayers ? Would they be compelled 
to provide copies of Gace’s catechism in 
schools in which it was now used? If so, 
passive resistance would soon pass out of 
the passive stage. He contended that if 
the education authority was responsible 
for the efficiency of religious instruction, 
if they had to pay for the books, they 
had the right to select them. 


He desired, in passing, to offer a word of 
thanks to the hon. Baronet for the new 
section drafted under the Welsh scheme 
for the purpose of uniting Welsh County 
Councils and giving them joint action and 
control over elementary education. It 


Mr. Lloyd- George. 
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had given very great satisfaction in Wales, 
and he felt perfectly confident that the re- 
sults would be most beneficial, especially 
if the Board of Education would show the 
same trust in this joint authority as in 
the bodies which dealt with secondary 
and higher education. The only other 
point to which he wished to call attention 
was the administration of the Act through- 
out the country. The Government ought 
to take serious consideration of the situa- 
tion. The reports of disturbances through- 
out the country could not possibly have 
escaped their attention. The local 
authorities ought not to be left to face the 
difficulties alone. It was quite certain 
the Act was not accepted by any section 
of the people as a fair settlement, not by 
any section of the Church of England or 
even of the Catholic Church. Its ad- 
ministration had created friction and 
disturbance, and once or twice something 
approximating to riot. In one case 
within a mile from the House the 
auctioneer came to a sale armed with a 
revolver, and the police intervened and 
disarmed him. He was hustled in getting 
through the crowd of 2,000 persons, and 
he came to the conclusion that this was a 
fierce attack upon him, and, placing the 
revolver in the rostrum, he said he would 
shoot down the first man who assaulted 
him. It was in the employment of 
hysterical creatures like that that danger 


existed. It was not possible to get 
respectable people to sell up the 
goods of reputable fellow citizens, 


and, consequently, outsiders had to 
be brought in to do the work. 
The Government could not ignore the 
situation; and, although they had 
transferred a responsibility to the 
local authorities, who never asked for 
it, the real responsibility of the adminis- 
tration rested with the Government 
themselves. What were they going to 
do with the recalcitrant County 
Councils? It was not only the Welsh 
County Councils that were in question. 
The Cambridge and Halifax Councils 
had made up their minds- that they 
would not raise money for sectarian 
education unless they had control of 
the schools, and it was not improbable 
that the London County Council would 
take the same course. What were the 
Government going to do? Here was a 
legitimate subject for inquiry. Whilst 
they were mixing the pigments for the 
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colouring of their statistics could they 
not give a moment’s consideration to this 
urgent problem at their very doors? 
He asked whether they did not think 
the time had come when they ought 
to consider this subject seriously, and, 
in the meantime, suspend the operation 
of the obnoxious part of the Act. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) thought 
the Government had scarcely appreciated 
the responsibility under which they were 
in regard to this matter. They seemed 
to think it was purely a matter for 
the local authorities, but that was an 
entire misconception of the scope of their 
obligations. It was primarily a matter 
for the Local Government Board. They 
had placed on them very definite and 
important duties with regard to the 
collection of the poor rate. They had to 
draw up forms and orders and other docu- 
ments connected with legal procedure in 
connection with the collection of the rates, 
and they had the inherent duty of advising 
the local authorities upon these matters. 
If they had issued noinstructions they were 
guilty of a breach of duty for which they 
ought to answer to the country. Failure 
to pay the poor rate did not stand on the 
same footing as non-payment of a civil 
debt. If a man failed to pay his rates, 
and had no goods on which a distraint 
had been levied, he was liable to imprison- 
ment. It was, in fact, a criminal offence. 
The overseers, if not allowed to accept 
part payment of rates, were in the position 
of saying to the debtors, “I will not let 
you minimise your offence. I insist that 
you shall magnify your offence.” Why 
wasthisdone ? In order that the law might 
magnify the punishment? That was not 
a legal attitude for the overseers to 
adopt. Nobody could doubt that it was 
within their right to accept part payment. 
Why did they not do so?’ Why did not 
the Government direct them that it was 
their duty to do so? They had no right 
to magnify an offence so as to increase 
the punishment. It was an illegal and 
improper course which indicated vin 
dictiveness. They would probably hear 
a good deal in the course of the debate 
about respect for the law, but if the 
Government desired to inculcate respect 
for the law, they must not, themselves 
permit it to be administered in a spirit 
of vindictiveness. The Government dare 
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not attack the passive resistance move- 
ment as a whole, but were throwing on 
the local authority the responsibility for 
a harsh, oppressive, and vindictive appli- 
cation of an unjust law. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
that up to the present time he had never 
spoken one word in support of passive re- 
sistance, and he was therefore entitled to 
criticise the action taken by the local 
authorities in this matter. Inthe debate 
on the Second Reading of the Education 
Bill the Prime Minister in deprecating, in 
anticipation, objections to the payment of 
rates, referred to the fact that Churchmen 
had for years contributed towards the 
maintenance of religious instruction in 
elementary Church schools. They, no 
doubt, did pay taxes for that indirectly, 
but he pointed out at the time in reply 
to the right hon. Gentleman that immedi- 
ately the payment became a direct one 
strong opposition would be evoked. He 
regretted that the Prime Minister was 
not present during the debate, be- 
cause he wished to appeal to him and to 
the Government to take steps to mitigate 
the severity of these distress processes. 
In many places the overseers had agreed 
to accept the payment of all but the edu- 
cation part of the rate. If this was legal 
in one part of the country it must be legal 
inanother. The Government should take 
steps to moderate the rising flame of 
passion. They were only on the threshold 
of that agitation, and the Government 
should try and allay the great wave of 
opposition to the law by calling on the 
local authorities to adopt the most 
moderate means possible in enforcing it. 
The rough manner in which distraint had 
been levied in many cases demanded 
attention. Goods had been seized far 
in excess of the amount required 
to meet the deficiency in the rate. 
Why should that be necessary? Why 
should these brokers be let loose upon 
an inoffensive, law-abiding community ? 
The Prime Minister had declared there 
was a limit to human endurance when 
attention was called to the violent 
attacks on meetings held to protest 
against the South African war. There 
was also a limit to human endurance in 
this matter, which touched theconsciences 
of thousands of most reputable citizens. 
To be compelled to pay for the teaching 
of doctrines and professions of faith 
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with which they had no sympathy what- 
ever, Was to them an intolerable strain 
and an intolerable wrong. He asked the 
Government to mitigate the hardship of 
the execution of these distress warrants. 
The proceedings were aggravated by the 
bad taste of some of the magistrates 
from the bench, than which he could not 
imagine anything more calculated to 
inflame a still more violent opposition to 
the Education Act. The events on the 
preceding night in London should be a 
warning to the Government. His hon. 
friend the Member for North-West 
Norfolk was assaulted by the police, and 
he would like to ask the Home Secretary 
whether it was intended to take proceed- 
ings against the auctioneer for flourishing 
a loaded revolver in a public place. Had 
a trades unionist done anything of the 
kind when a strike was on they well 
knew what steps would have been taken 
against him. Over 800 summonses had 
been issued under the Act, half of which 
hadnot yet been heard. What possibilities 
of illegality and violence there were in 
the execution of these warrants against 
the most law-abiding classes of the com- 
munity. Men had consciences before 
Parliament made laws, and they would 
exercise their consciences as far as they 
could do so, despite any physical violence 
which the Government might let loose 
upon their hitherto peaceful homes. He 
would be only too glad if the Govern- 
ment would at once take steps to moderate 
the wave of passion which wasaccumulat- 
ing throughout the length and breadth 
of England, and which must bring 
injury of a serious nature to the country. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) wished to emphasise what had 
been said with regard to the by law upon 
religious education. Since the interpreta- 
tion referred to had been put upon it in 
another place there had been great 
uncertainty as to how parents were to 
get the relief to which they were 
entitled. They were now called upon to 
write claiming the exemption of their 
children from religious instruction in the 
school, and they were also expected to 
certify that religious instruction was 
provided for their children elsewhere. 
These demands upen the parents were, 
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who claimed exemption were, in the main, 
parents who did not neglect the religious 
instruction of their children, and were 
certain to do their duty in that respect 
without the intervention of the State. 
Working men also were often placed at 
a disadvantage by being called upon to 
send in written applications. But he 
rose especially to deal with the adminis- 
tration of the Act, and the disturbances 
which had arisen in connection with 
what was termed passive resistance. 
Last night he went down to 
Battersea to attend what was practically 
the first sale of goods seized under the 
Education Act in the neighbourhood of 
London. [Laughter.] This was no laugh- 
ing matter to at least half the people of 
this country, who were absolutely opposed 
to the Act. The sale took place in a 
small room, capable of containing 100 
people, and the fact that the goods to be 
sold had been removed from Wimbledon 
to Battersea was one which could not be 
justified. There was a large crowd of 
the public assembled outside, claiming 
admission, but they were kept out by a 
force of police. When he demanded 
admission to the room, a robust police- 
man caught him by the collar and shoved 
him back violently. He then told the 
policeman that he was a Member of 
Parliament, upon which the policeman at 
once made Way for him to the door. He 
was sorry afterwards that he had said he 
was a Member of Parliament, as he 
should like to know from practical experi- 
ence how a private individual would have 
been treated. He should have liked to 
have undergone the experience which a 
private individual would have under the 
circumstances. He got into the room 
and found only between twenty-five and 
thirty people there. At any rate, it was 
not quarter full. He thought the 
Home Office ought to say whether the 
police were justified at a public auction 
in keeping the public out of the hall by 
force, when there was plenty of room. 
The men and women outside would have 
been quite content not to force their way 
in when told that the room was full. 
He maintained that such action would 
bring about unnecessary friction between 
the police force and the public. The 
Home Office ought to issue instructions 


to prevent the police doing, in such cases, 





he ventured tosubmit, improper. Those 
Mr. Broadhurst. 


what they would not do in the case of 
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an ordinary public auction. Under 
ordinary circumstances, if there had been 
300, or 400, or 1,060 people surrounding 
the hall, he supposed that the auctioneer, 
and the people whose goods were to be 
sold, would have been extremely glad 
because of the competition there would 
have been in the bidding for the goods ; 
but in this case the police actually used 
force to prevent the people from doing 
that which they hada right todo. There 
was plenty of room in the hall, and there 
was a policeman inside who could have 
repressed any disturbance if it had arisen ; 
but he was quite certain from the nature 
and character of the crowd that there 
would have been no resentment on their 
part had they been uninterfered with, 
and the sale would have gone on in the 
ordinary way. This incident at Battersea 
was but typical of what was going on 
over the length and breadth of the land. 
They had yet only reached the fringe of 
this movement. The trouble was only 
beginning. 

He saw from the Papers that there 
was scarcely a single town in which 
crowds of from 100 to 800 people had not 
assembled at these sales. It must be 
remembered, too, that the Act had not 
come into force in many districts of the 
country. In his own county of Norfolk, 
and in Yorkshire, the people had as yet had 
no opportunity of showing their opinion, 
because the rate had not yet been levied. 
He assured the hon. Baronet that he 
and the Government seemed _ to 
have little ‘dea of the strong deter- 
mination there was on the part of the 
whole of the Nonconformists in the 
country to resist the payment of rates 
for the inculcation of dogmas which they 
existed as religious bodies to fight against 
as erroneous. Hethought that in many 
cases the carrying out of the Act might 
be mitigated by the advice of the 
Government. There was a degree of 
uncertainty in the manner in which the 
Act was being enforced in different parts 
of the country. He found that the 
stipendiary magistrates were much more 
considerate and courteous in their deal- 
ings with the public than the benches of 
magistrates. He was not surprised at 
that, for those who sat on the bench to 
adjudicate in these cases were generally 
magistrates who took strong views in 
regard to this Act. He noticed that 
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only two days previously an hon. Mem- 
ber who had strongly supported the 
Government in forcing this Act through 
the House—he meant the hon. Member 
for Oxford University—and who held 
strong views on the necessity of the 
State enforcing religious teaching of a 
particular kind, even against the con- 
sciences of the people, had sat and 
adjudicated in a case under the Act. 
One was, therefore, not surprised that he 
should be somewhat tyrannical in his. 
conduct on the bench. In some cases 
persons summoned before the magistrates. 
were not allowed to explain their conduct 
or motives, and yet the meanest wretches. 
brought into Court were allowed to make 
a statement and explain their conduct 
in regard to far more serious matters. 
He commended the hon. Baronet’s 
attention to a case at Stratford where a 
well known citizen was summoned for 
the payment of £415 for rates. The 
stipendiary magistrate took a rational 
view of the matter, and declined to give 
judgment for the whole of the amount. 
If the bailiffs had been allowed to proceed 
to restrain in this case they might have 
taken goods to the amount of £2,000 or 
£3,000 from this gentleman’s emporium 
for £415 rates. This amounted to 
persecution of those who did not shrink 
from any consequences that might result 
from the maintenance of their con- 
scientious views. Where was the necessity 
for it? He thought that it would bea 
very simple matter for the Local Govern- 
ment Board to issue a circular stating 
that the portion of the rate which was 
tendered might be accepted. He was 
quite sure that if these Education Act 
persecutions were continued in this 
vindictive way, it would arouse a feeling 
in the country which the Government 
would have reason to deplore. He 
would not detain the House further 
under the circumstances in which they 
met, but would express the hope that 
the hon. Baronet the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board oi Education and 
the President of the Local Government 
Board would do what in their judgment 
might fairly be done to prevent the Act 
being administered vindictively. In that 
way the strong feeling that was now being 
aroused among half the nation would be 
somewhat allayed and kept down all over 


the country. 








1307 Consolidated Fund 


*Tut PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WiLtiam Anson, Oxford a 
said he felt it right that he should 
rise at this particular juncture and 
deal with the matters which had 
heen raised by previous speakers in this 
debate. It had been suggested in a 
Question addressed to him yesterday 
that the Board of Education had issued 
a circular to the effect that local authori- 
ties were bound to supply prayer-books 
and other religious books to managers 
of voluntary schools. No such circular 
had been issued, nor had it ever entered 
into the mind of anyone in the Depart- 
ment to issue such a circular. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I think it was 
the impression of Canon Sewell and 
others that the communication addressed 
to them was a circular. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I never said 


it was a circular. I said it was a !etter. 


*Sirn WILLIAM ANSON said he was 
alluding to the terms of the Question 
addressed to him on the previous day. 
The Question of the right hor. Baronet 
and a purt of the speech of the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon arose out of a 
point which ought never to have been 
raised. The Beard of Education was 
asked whether local authorities could 
be called on to buy prayer-books for 
voluntary schools. The answer sent 
by the Board of Education stated the 
actual dry, legal facts The local 
education authority was responsible for 
the efficiency of the schools, and if 
religious teaching was part of the 
curriculum, the authority was responsible 
for what was needed for the etticiency of 
the teaching. The question would really 
emerge very rarely. There were only two 
schools in England in which it had arisen. 
The Education Committee of the 
County Council of Gloucestershire 
sent round a circular to all the 
voluntary schools to the effect that 
they would not purchase prayer-books 
or other religious books for those 
schools. Only two schools in the county 


raised any question, and they asked the 
Board of Education what was the legal 
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them, as they were legally advised, that 
the local authority would be responsible ; 
but the Board tcok care to say that it 
was probably the more desirable course 
that the managers themselves should 
own the books. The books would, in 
most voluntary schools, be wanted for 
Sunday school use, and the question 
would naturally arise as to what should 
be paid for the use of them. If the 
local authority supplied the books, it 
might claim to select them. Although 
the managers had control of religious 
instruction, there might arise cases in 
which the local education authority 
would say, ““We have to pay for the 
books, and we shall choose the particular 
books used for the purpose of religious 
instruction.” It was, therefore, ob- 
viously most undesirable that the 
managers should ask the local authority 
to purchase these books. The National 
Society had pressed strongly on all 
schools that the matter should be 
retained entirely in the hands of the 
managers, and that they should not ask 
the local education authority for any 
contribution towards the purchase. 
This was not a matter about which the 
local education authority should be 
troubled, or towards which it should he 
asked to contribute. He hoped that this 
subject, which ought never to have 
arisen, would cease to trouble the minds 
of the local education authorities in 
future. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Are the Jocal 
education authorities equally respons’ble 
for the religious instruction in non- 
provided as well as in provided schools ? 


*Sir WILLIAM AN ON said that if 
the local education authorities found 
the teaching thoroughly inefficient, then 
they might treat the school accordingly. 
But the religious education in voluntary 
schools was, by Sub-section 6 of Section 
7 of the Act under the control of the 
managers, and this relieved the local 
education authority of responsibility in 
the matter. 


Something had been said about 
the new by-law. He thought that 
there was an impression abroad that this 
new by-law in some way trenched upon 
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aspect of the matter. 


the conscience clause. The by-law had 
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nothing whatever to do with the con- 
science clause, which provided that 
nothing should prevent the withdrawal 
of a child from religious instruction if 
the parent wished it to be so withdrawn. 
No conditions were imposed on the 
exercise of this right, and it existed sub- 
ject to the inconveniences which had 
been mentioned. But the Act of 1876 
gave a power to the School Boards, 
and now tothe educational authorities, 
to make by-laws, subject to the ap- 
proval of the Board of Education, and this 
power included that of determining 
the time during which children had to 
attend school. Under the present rules 
thechildren might be desired to move into 
another room to receive religious instruc- 
tion of a different kind, but many schools 
did not offer that accommodation. The 
consequence would be that the children 
withdrawn from religious instruction 
might haveto stand in acloak-room or 
porch, or be put aside in another room, or 
in a different part of the room in 
such a way as to be subject to some 
inconvenience. The new by-law, there- 
fore, provided that a parent might notify 
tothe managers in writing his intention 
to withdraw the child, not merely from 
religious instruction, but from the school 
during the period of religious instruction. 
The conscience clause entitled with- 
drawal from religious instruction; the 
provision in the new by-law gave a fur- 
ther power of withdrawal from the actual 
school buildings while used for religiousin- 
struction. This model by-law was noth- 
ing more than a specimen by-law put 
before the local education authorities to 
adopt or not to adopt as they pleased, or to 
adopt for one parish and not for another ; 
but if the local education authority did 
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adopt the by-law, then it determined the 


time during which certain children might 
attend school in accordance with the 
written request of the parent. It had 
been objected that the Department had 
suggested to the local education 
authorities that they might impose 
conditions. He thought that he could 
convince the House that there was a 
very substantial reason why the local 
education authority should be reminded 
of the possibility of needing such a 
restriction. There was a risk that 
children might be kept away from 
school merely for the purposes of amuse- 
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ment, or for employment, particularly in 
towns. The House was aware that 
children were required to work by their 
parents, were sent out to work, or were 
employed at home to work, up to the 
very moment when school hours began, 
and very much to the disadvantage of 
their education when they were attending 
school. An extra half-hour might be 
vrofitably employed by the parent in 
using the child to earn a little more 
money than if he were at school. That 
was a serious risk which had _ been 
impressed upon the Department by the 
Chairman of the London School Board 
and others. The Education Department 
thought it right to address a warning to 
the local education authorities to watch 
the operation of the by-law, that it was 
not intended to enable children to stay 
away from school merely for the purposes 
of amusing themselves or for the purposes 
of employment. It was to meet the 
conscientious objections of those who 
desired their children to get religious 
instruction elsewhere at that period of the 
day or at another period of the day; 
and the Department had warned the 
authorities to watch the effect of the by- 
law, and, if necessary, to imposeconditions. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


*Mr. H. J..WILSON (Yorkshire, W. R., 

Holmfirth): Does it refer to religious 
observances as well as to religious 
instruction ? 


*Sik_ WILLIAM ANSON said the 
by-law did not touch the conscience 
clause, which gave a right to the parent 
to withdraw a child from religious 
instruction or religious observances in 
the schools. That right remained ; and 
the by-law placed before the Local Edu- 
cation Authorities the option of allowing 
a parent to take his child away 
from the school building during 
the period of religious observances as 
well. The Department had told the local 
education authorities that they must 
endeavour to ensure that this privilege 
was asked for on account of conscientious 
reasons, and was honestly taken 
advantage of. The Department did not 
desire to see the children kept away to 
play about the streets, or in order to earn 
a little more money for their parents 
Really, it was an endeavour to meet one 
of the great difficulties presented by the 
religious question in relation tc education. 
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If religivuus instruction—denominational, 
in any form—was to be a part of a 
child’s education it must be effected, 
either by free access for every kind of 
religious teaching in every school or by 
giving power to obtain such religious 
instruction outside the school during the 
school hours, or at some time corre- 
sponding to school hours. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Is it to be 
understood that it is a condition of 
absence from religious teaching in the 
school that the child should be taught a 
religion somewhere else ? 


Mr. ROBSON: By what statutory 
right does the Education Department 
impose upon a child, withdrawn from 
religious instruction, such instruction 
elsewhere ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he had 
not suggested that the Board of Education 
was imposing this requirement. The local 
education authority had to define the 
time wherein the children were to be 
taught, always subject to the conscience 
clause. They could determine the time 
subject to a condition, but they could not 
infringe the conscience clause ; and they 
might say that the children must be on 
the school premises unless they were 
satisfied that they were well employed 
elsewhere. 


Mr. ROBSON: But what is the 
statutory authority giving the local 
education authority power to impose 
such conditions? Is the local education 
authority entitled to impose as a condition 
that the child shall not have its religious 
instruction elsewhere ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
local education authority could say that 
a child should be in the school, or, if not 
in the school, they must be satisfied for 
the reason of his absence. 


Mr. BROADHURST : That is to say, 
the conscience clause is absolutely 
abolished ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
by law did not abolish the conscience 
clause ; it merely provided that the child 
need not be present on the school premises 


Sir William Anson. 
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during religious instruction. He quite 
understood the desire of hon. Members 
to make some remarks on the working 
of the Education Act before the close of 
the session. ‘The great case of the failure 
of the Act alleged by hon. Members 
was that a timid auctioneer took a re- 
volver toan auction. The Education 
Act could not be held responsible for 
that. Asto what would be done ifCounty 
Councils refused to levy a rate, the 
business of the Department was to see t hat 
the schools were maintained efficiently. 
When that was not done the question 
suggested by hon. Members would arise. 
Hon. Members had secured a promise 
from the leaders of their party to repeal 
a portion of the Education Act as soon 
as they came intopower. That being so, 
as the Act was admitted to be the law, 
would it not be better to observe the law 
while it remained the law? When he 
observed the action of other religious de- 
nominations, that the Jews had for long 
paid rates for Christian teaching, and 
that the Roman Catholics had paid 
rates for religious instruction of which 
they did not approve, he could not but 
think that the conscience of the Noncon- 
formist body was a somewhat pampered 
conscience. Anxious as he was to sym- 
pathise with religious scruples of every 
denomination, he could not sympathise 
with these. Passive resistance he re- 
garded mainly asa political move, and the 
remarks addressed to the House on that 
subject in this debate as uttered for a 
political purpose. One or two other 
points had been referred to, but they 
were points which were more within 
the province of the President of the 
Local Government Board to answer. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said that so far as he was 
concerned he believed that Noncon- 
formists had many legitimate grievances 
in this matter, and that he did not 
regard the arguments which had 
been used by the hon. Gentleman as 
either reasonable or fair. But the 
question he desired to raise had nothing 
to do with education. It was the 
question of Macedonia, and the reason 
he was compelled to raise the question 
again to-day was that the position was 
becoming more acute, that the insur- 
rection was spreading, 20,000 insurgents 
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were under arms on the one hand, 
while, on the other, the Turkish 
authorities were distributing arms to 
the Mussulmans which could only end 
in massacre, and it was clear that a 
crisis was approaching. Of all the 
Powers responsible for the present 
position in Macedonia the gravest 
responsibility was on the British Govern- 
ment. But for the action of Lord Beacons- 
field the greater part of Macedonia 
would have been free from Turkish rule. 
No Englishman could look back on the 
action of his Government at that time 
without a feeling of horror. The speech 
of the Prime Minister on this subject 
revealed a gross misunderstanding of 
the situation; and his statement that— 


‘ Historic truth requires us to say that the 
balance of criminality lies rather on the 
revolutionary bands than on the Turkish 
Government ” 


was most dsastrous. It implied that the 
sympathy of this country was with the 
oppressors and not with the oppressed. 
There was no foundation for the sugges- 
tion that the rising in Macedonia was 
not spontaneous, but was engineered 
from outside. The correspondent of the 
Daily News said that the Turks had 
made Macedonia “a hell upon earth,” 
and the Correspondent of The Times, 
commenting on the speech of the Prime 
Minis er said that he had spent much 
time in searching for outrages committed 
by the Christians on the Turks and had 
found only one case, and that, according 
to this correspondent’s account, was very 
questionable. The Times correspondent 
also dealt with the suggestion that this 
revolt was engineered from outside, 
and said that he had spent three months 
in trying to establish this fact and had 
failed, and he went on to say that the 
rising might fairly be called a national 
one as far as the Macedonian Bulgars 
were concerned. Everybody, no matter 
what his nationality might be, who had 
been to Macedonia within recent years, 
had described the state of things there 
as absolutely intolerable. It was 
really the Turkish Government who 
were responsible, having by organised 
anarchy created a state of things which 
in the long run would be disastrous to 
Turks as well as Christians. The hon. 
Member proceeded to quote extracts 
from recent works published in England 
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and America, describing scenes witnessed 
by the authors, and maintained that 
with such outrages going on, it needed 
no encouragement from outside to drive 
the people to rebellion. It was really no 
exaggeration to say that, so far as the 
condition of the Macedonian and other 
Christian subjects under the Porte 
was concerned, the Empire was one o° 
massacre, lust, and anarchy. 


Was the Prime Minister really doing 
justice to himself, his government, or his 
country, to say nothing of the peoplethem- 
selves, when heassumedanattitude of care- 
fully balanced judgment in deciding 
where the responsibility rested? The 
whole responsibility rested with the 
Government which created such a state 
of things. The present reign of misrule 
could not last, it would pass away as the 
Turkish Government in Roumania, 
Servia, and Bulgaria had passed away. 
In Crete almost the same state of things 
had existed as now prevailed in Mace- 
donia, and every man who in this House 
dared to call attention to the state of 
the island was reprimanded for encourag- 
ing a rebellion which was bound to end 
in failure. In spite of those warnings 
they continued to call attention to the 
matter, with the result that interven- 
tion was secured, and Crete was now in 
the enjoyment of peace, freedom, and the 
beginning of prosperity. The Prime 
Minister ought not to assume an atti- 
tude of, not .benevolent, but almost 
hostile neutrality to Christians who 
were fighting for the rights of manhood 
and womanhood. The nations of Europe 
who had power to deal with this matter 
should be given to understand that in 
any attempt to liberate the people of 
Macedonia they would have the sym- 
pathy of the people and the Government 
of this country. He hoped the Prime 
Minister would find it consistent with 
his duty to make a statement different 
from that made a few days ago, which 
would give Bulgarians some hope of a 
restoration of peace. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said the 
hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
of Liverpool had not in the least exag- 
gerated the condition of things in 
Macedonia not only at the present 
time, but for many years past. The 
record of the Turkish Empire since the 
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Treaty of Berlin was a terrible one. 
Nobody except those who had followed 
events in Asiatic Turkey and Macedonia 
since 1886 had any idea of the horrors 
which had been daily going on under 
Turkish Government in nearly all the 
provinces inhabited by Christians, especi- 
ally in those parts most removed from 
Western knowledge, such as the interior 
of Asia Minor and Macedonia. The 
Piime Minister sated the other day 
that—“ Historictruth required ustolay the 
balance of criminality on the shoulders of 
the revolutionary bands.” 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.) was under- 
stood to deny the statement. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he would 
read the passage; it was from The 
Times— 

‘Historical truth requires us to say that 
the balance of criminality lies rather on the 


revolutionary bands than on the Turkish 
Government.” 


Mr. BRYCE said he understood that 
to be the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman. The balance of criminality 
could only be decided by the tribunal of 
Infinite justice ; it was not for Parliament 
todecide. Atall events, when the balance 
of criminality came to be ultimately 
awarded, some share of responsibility 
would lie upon those who had kept 
these regions under the Turkish Govern- 
ment. Ifthe Treaty of San Stefano had 
been carried out, the regions in which 
most of these horrors had been going 
on in European Turkey would have been 
removed from the rule of Turkey ; and 
they could not help remembering that 
the Treaty of Berlin, which was made 
the subject of so much congratulation 
and glorification, was the means of 
throwing back these unhappy people 
under the dominion of Turkey. They 
all knew that Macedonia would follow 
Roumania, Bulgaria, Servia, Greece, and 
Crete, and would be emancipated from 
the rule of Turkey. Surely if that was 
to be so, the sooner the better. Surely 
the sooner these horrors came to an end 
the better ; and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would say that he had no 
intention of accusing him of being 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 





(Appropriation) Bill. 1316 


indifferent to the present terrible state 
of affairs, but he hoped he would be 
able to give the House an assurance 
that the influence and power of Great 
Britain would be used to bring this 
state of things to an end as soon as 
possible, to encourage the Powers 
responsible, but not solely responsible— 
for we were also responsible—to take 
vigorous and prompt measures for putting 
an end to a state of things under which 
such horrors were possible, and to bring 
about a permanent settlement by the 
elimination of Turkish rule from these 
territories, and by giving the people a 
chance, under a régime of autonomy and 
freedom, of obtaining happiness and 
prosperity. 

Passing to the questions raised by his 
hon. friend the Member for Carnarvon, 
the mistake seemed to him to have chiefly 
arisen from some words used by the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education in another 
place, which put an interpretation on the 
by-law which, he thought, it did not bear, 
because he was understood to mean that 
the local authorities or the Board of 
Education would have the right to insist 
that, wherever « child was withdrawn 
from one kind of religious instruction, 
an assurance should be given that it 
should receive another kind. Surely 
there was nothing in the by-law to justify 
such a statement. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON was under- 
stood to say that the words used were 
“ withdrawn from school during religious 
instruction.” 


Mr. BRYCE said that he understood 
the passage to mean that a child must 
have some kind of religious instruction, 
and he need hardly repeat that it was 
perfectly clear that the right of a parent 
to withdraw his child from religious 
instruction was absolute. He assumed 
that the hon. Baronet did not mean to 
go further than to say that the local 
education authorfty was to be satisfied 
that the withdrawal was a bomi fidv 
withdrawal on religious grounds, and 
not a withdrawal in order that the child 
might be employed. The Board ot 
Education would require to watch very 
carefully the operation of the by-law in 
order to see that it was not misused 
or used to interfere with the right of the 
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parent to withdraw his child. He 
understood that the hon. Baronet 
opposite withdrew the intention attri- 
buted to the Board of Education of 
sanctioning the purchase of prayer. books 
and other religious books by the local 
authority ; but what was the position ? 
The Board of Education said that the 
local authority was responsible for the 
efficiency of religious teaching. How 
could it be if it had no control over 
religious teaching?- The religious teach- 
ing was entirely under the control of 
the denominational managers, and the 
local authority had nothing to do with 
it. He was informed that the Gloucester- 
shire County Council was a strong Tory 
body with a large Tory Church of 
England majority upon it. If anybody 
was disposed to throw the charge of 
these books on the local authority they 
were, but that Council repudiated this 
because they knew if the local authority 
had anything to do with the matter it 
would have a right to the selection of 
the books. It was quite impossible that 
this matter should stand as it was. It 
could not be said in the same breath 
that the control of religious education in 
the non-provided schools was entirely in 
the hands of the sectarian managers, 
and also that the locai authority was 
responsibile for the efficiency of religious 
education. That was a wholly illogical 
position. 


With regard to the point put by his 
hon. friend the Member for Shields, 
it was quite clear that in the enforce- 
ment of an Act like this it was emi- 
nently desirable that the utmost possible 
care should be taken by the Depart- 
ments concerned, especially by the Local 
Government Board, which had control 
over the rate collectors, and the Home 
Office, which had control over the police, 
to secure that there should be as little 
friction as possible in the administration 
of the Act. He believed the Secretary to 
the Board of Education had spoken of 
the passive resistance movement as a 
political movement. The remarkable 
feature of the movement was, not that 
it was political, but that it had engaged 
the interest and sympathy of a great 
number of people belonging to both 
political Parties, and also of people who 
took little or no interest in Party polities. 
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The Government did not seem aware of 
the nature of the forces they were 
setting in motion by this Act. They 
had seen forces set in motion far stronger 
than any of them expected to see, and 
they had seen a state of things produced 
which had not been seen in this country 
before. There would certainly have to 
be further legislation on this subject. 
They could not leave the question of 
religious instruction and other parts of 
the educational problem in their present 
state, and no Government could be in 
power in this country without dealing 
further with this matter. This was a 
movement which would makeany Govern- 
ment feel its power to an extent which 
the right hon. Gentleman had not 
realised. With regard to what fell from 
the hon. Member for Liverpool, he might 
say that it had been the practice to claim 
Roman Catholics as being the supporters 
through thick and thin of this policy, 
but he thought he was right in saying 
that even Catholics recognised that there 
were serious grievances under which the 
Nonconformists of this country suffered. 


He also wished to allude to what had 
been said in another place as to our 
diplomatic relations with Venezuela. 
The House of Commons would remember 
the dispute they had with Venezuela 
which culminated in the blockading of 
her coast, and which on the 3rd 
February was settled by a protocol in 
which Venezuela admitted the claims of 
the British and German Governments, 
and undertook to set apart 30 per cent. 
of the receipts of her Customs in order 
to meet those claims. She was to set 
apart that 30 per cent. from the 
30th March last, and it was further 
provided that the rights of the different 
creditors of Venezuela were to be deter- 
mined by a tribunal sitting at The 
Hague. The settlement come to with 
Venezuela was to be carried through by 
the protocol of 7th May, and he wisked 
to call the attention of the House to the 
terms of that protocol. The first article 
decided the question whether Great 
Britain, Germany, and Italy were entitled 
to preferential treatment of their claims 
against Venezuela, and it said that, 
Venezuela having agreed to set apart 
30 per cent. of the Customs revenue, the 
tribunal at The Hague should determine 
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how it should be divided between 
the Powers. Article III. provided that 
the Emperor of Kussia was to be asked 
to name three arbiters to constitute 
a tribunal to meet on Ist September. 
It was further provided that other 
nations having claims against Venezuela 
might join in the arbitration in order 
to have their say on the question how far 
the Customs revenue set apart should 
be appropriated to the three Powers 
named. This protocol was intended to 
be a complete and final settlement of the 
case. The House would notice that it 
was an agreement made between Great 
Britain and Venezuela which was abso- 
lutely final as between them, without re- 
quiring the concurrence of any of the other 
Powers. He desired to ask the Govern- 
ment what steps had been taken to carry 
out the protocol. Would they also state 
whether he was correctly informed that up 
to now Venezuela had paid 30 per cent. of 
the Customs revenues into the bank? He 
further asked whether His Majesty’s 
Government had applied to the Emperor 
of Russia to nominate the tribunal of 
three. He understood that Venezuela 
and the United States were acting in 
conjunction in the matter. The House 
would remember that Venezuela was 
almost under tutelage in this matter. At 
any rate, the United States had applied to 
the Emperor of Russia to nominate the 
three arbiters. Had the British Govern- 
ment joined in the application? He pre- 
sumed they had not yet done so, or the 
House would have heard of it. Some- 
thing was said on the subject in another 
place yesterday, and he could not clearly 
gather whether the Government had 
addressed this application to the Emperor 
of Russia or not. If they bad not done 
so, he should like to know why. What 
was the reason of the delay, and what 
would happen if the tribunal was not 
ready to act on Ist September? Vene- 
zuela’s engagements appeared to be con- 
ditioned on the action of the tribunal. 
Had Germany made a parallel agreement 4 
Was she going to ask the Emperor of 
Russia to appoint a tribunal? How far 
was Germany’s action or inaction affect- 
ing our action? It was desirable to avoid 
all risks of keeping open a transaction 
which was not only troublesome with re- 
gard to Venezuela, but might involve the 
possibilities of friction with the United 


States. 


Mr. Bryce. 
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He had one other word to say before 
sitting down. He was aware that he 
could not, under the Speaker’s ruling on 
the Second Reading. discuss the merits 
of our fiscal policy, but he desired, with- 
in the limits of that ruling, to refer to 
the tables of figures bearing on British 
trade, which they were now told would 
be published within a month from now. 
A month ago the Prime Minister said he 
expected to present them before the 
House rose. The other day he told the 
House that they had been received by 
the Cabinet—how long ago did not 
appear—but they could not yet be 
published because it was necessary to 
verify the figures and correct the 
proofs. The correction of proofs could 
not affect the broad results. The caseon 
which some members of the Cabinet 
relied to settle their minds must be in- 
dependent of the correctness of the 
additions of columns of figures or a 
slight alteration in the details, and there 
would be those who would think that 
surely something might have been done, 
having regard to the expectations raised 
on 14th July, to accelerate the correction 
of those proofs and the publication of 
the reports, so that Members of the 
House might have had them in their 
hands before they separated. With the 
receipt by the Government of these 
figures and tables, which they had now 
in their hands, the last plea for a longer 
maintenance of what he might call this 
farcical inquiry disappeared. The 
Government might now at once decide 
upon the question which lay before 
them, and those who were still halting 
between two opinions might let an im- 
patient country know where the Cabinet 
stood in this matter. He was astonished 
at the position in which they left the 
Government to carry on the affairs of 
the country for the next six months as 
this Bill enabled them to do. They saw, 
as they never saw before, a member of 
the Government assailing through the 
Press, and apparently prepared to assail 
on the platform, a policy which many 
of his colleagues approved, while the 
head of the Government, the Leader of 
the House, refused the House an oppor- 
tunity for a supremely important dis- 
cussion, except under conditions which 
would deprive that discussion of the 
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greatest part of its value. This en-| 
forced silence was not only a humiliation | 
to the House of Commons, it was also 
an injury, and a novel injury, to the 
working of the Constitution of the land. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
kind of criticism in which the right hon. 
Gentleman has indulged towards the end 
of his speech is extremely absurd. As_ 
the House very well knows, public atten- 
tion has been directed to fiscal problems, 
not for the first time, but to a degree—I 
quite admit—which has not been reached | 
before. Nothing that I know of has 
been said by a Minister of the Crown 
which that Minjster had not himself said 
on some previous occasion ; and it is only 
that the matter has taken a deep hold on 
public opinion, which has led, I suppose, 
to that kind of criticism of which the 
right hon. Gentleman has just given us a 
specimen. I deny that anything I have 
done has interfered with the liberty of 
the House in the smallest degree, or has, 
in the smallest degree, touched our in- 
herent right of public criticism. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): You refused a day for the 
discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Am I to give 
a day for anything any hen. Member 
would like to discuss 4 


Mr. ROBSON: Why have not the 
Papers been laid on the Table ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the Papers 
had been laid it would not have altered 
the case for discussion in the least. There 
is no pending question before the House, 
and, what is more, there never will be a 
pending question during the life of the 
present Parliament. Why, then, is the 
House to be compelled to hurry on, 
before the proofs can be corrected, a 
discussion on certain Board of Trade 
Returns ; in view of what decision? No 
decision that this House can ever be 
asked to take. 


; Mr. BRYCE: We were invited to a 
discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not by me. 
Mr. BRYCE: By the principal mover 


in this matter. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then the right 
hon. Gentleman abandons his high con- 
stitutional doctrine, and it is simply an 
obiter dictum of my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary upon which he bases 
his application. 


Mr. BRYCE: I base it on both. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not con- 
tinue that branch of the subject. But, 
before leaving it, I must remark that I 
have never yet heard so absurd a sugges- 
tion made in this House as that the 
Board of Trade should be required to 
publish elaborate statistical tables before 
they can be corrected ; or that we should 
be called upon to give our own rough 
impression of what they contain in antici- 
pation of their publication ; and that not 
with a view to any immediate action on 
the part of this House, or of any politican 
in the House. So much for the printing 
of these Returns, which I hope hon. 
Gentleman will have at no very distant 
date, and which I can assure the right 
hon. Gentleman we have every desire to 
publish as soon as possible. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman asked me about 
Venezuela. I do not quite know what 
he has at the back of his mind that 
induced him to make the rather long 
appeal to me, of which I do not complain, 
but which I am unable to understand. It 
is perfectly true there has been some more 
or 'ess unexpected delay in the steps pre- 
liminary to the sitting of the tribunal at 
The Hague. This, however, is not due 
to the action of Germany, as the right 
hon. Gentleman seems to suggest. 


Mr. BRYCE: I did not suggest it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then why 
drag in Germany! The right hon. 
Gentleman most inaccurately observed 
that in his judgment Germany dictated 
the policy of this country. 


Mr. BRYCE: I did not say that. I 
said you keep in very close touch with 
Germany. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
objection to that statement at all. So 
far as I know Germany is taking on her 
part a parallel course to that which we 
are taking on ours. Though there has 
been a pe I do not think it is due at 
all to our actions, or to Germany’s action. 
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It is rather due to the fact that France 
and Spain raise some objection to English 
being the language which was to be used 
in the proceedings at The Hague. It 
has been arranged, and very properly 
and satisfactorily arranged, that the 
tribunal itself shall decide what is to 
be its language and what its pro- 
cedure. The right hon. Gentleman 
appears to suppose, in the first place, 
that there is very little chance of the 
tribunal sitting on lst September; and 
that, in the second place, if it did not 
sit on lst September Venezuela would be 
released from her engagements to the 
Powers. 


Mr. BRYCE: I carefully avoided 
saying that. I only want to know what 
the Government think as to her posi- 
tion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman may feel quite easy on that 
point. Venezuela will not be released. In 
any case I do not think the contingency 
will arise, as 1 have every hope that the 
tribunal will sit on lst September. The 
Powers have requested the Emperor of 
Russia to name the members of the 
general tribunal who are to take part in 


this particular judicial transaction, and I | 
believe the tribunal will be at work on | 


the date contemplated. 


Mr. BRYCE: 


made ? 


When was that request 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was quite | 
recently, but I cannot give the exact 
date. 


Mr. BRYCE: Was it within the last | 


few days ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think so. 


Then the right hon. Gentleman made an | 


excursion into the education question, in 
which I do not think I need follow him. 
He told us that we had not foreseen the | 
strength and magnitude of the forces 
which have been aroused by the attempt | 
to deal in a broad manner with the prob- | 
lems of education in this country. The 
right hon. Gentleman is mistaken on that 
point. My own view is that the prob- | 
lem of education could not, in justice to 
the country, be deferred, and that it 
could not be dealt with without raising 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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religious difficulties. The right hon. 
Gentleman carefully abstained—and I am 
glad he did so—from saying a word in 
commendation of what is known as the 
passive resistance movement, a movement 
of which I will only say that I am now, 
and have always been, astonished at the 
want of logic which it displays, because 
the very persons who are engaged in this 
movement on the ground that under the 
Education Act of last year pubiic money 
is used for teaching religious doctrines 
with which they disagree, are the first to 
insist that public money shall be spent in 
teaching in the schools religion with 
which they do agree. The passive re- 
sisters are the very first to insist that 
rates should be paid for that purpose. 
How they can reconcile their position 
with the elementary principles of logic 
I have never yet been able to under- 
stand. 


I go now to the question of Eastern 
Europe. The few words which I said the 
other day on the Second Reading of the 
Appropriation Bill have been very severely 
criticised by the hon. Member for the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool as being per- 
functory and inadequate. I do not suggest 
ior a moment that I attempted in that 
speech to traverse the long, bloodstained, 
and tragic history of the Eastern question. 
|I did not even go back to the days cf 
| Lord Beaconsfield, to which neither 
the hon. Gentleman nor the right hon. 
| Gentleman opposite could refrain from 
| referring. I think very scant justice 

| has been done by persons of the way of 
| thinking of the right hon, Gentleman 
| opposite to the great task that was 
‘performed by Lord Beaconsfield’s 
_Government in preserving the peace of 
| Europe. But I am not going to deal 
| with the question now, nor am I going 
‘to ask the House to endeavour to 
| apportion the responsibility among the 
| various historical causes which for cen- 
| turies have been at work, and whic! 
| have led to the present disastrous con- 
|dition of Macedonia. If you are going 
|to begin at any time in that history, 
had you not better at once go back 
'to the original divisions among the 
| Christians of Eastern Europe, divisions 
not yet healed, without which the 
|Turks would never have been there at 
| all, and which, had they been healed 
jeven in recent times, I think the 
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present condition of thngs in Mace- 
donia would not have arisen? I 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I say it is the 
case, 
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grieve to say that these divisions among | 


Christians, dating back for many cen- 


turies, have not been healed, and they | 


are still producing the same baleful 


results in the twentieth century as in| 


| Mr. BRYCE: There is a great deal of 
race hostility, but the state of things is 
not primarily due to religious animosity. 


the fourteenth, fifteenth, and sixteenth | 


centuries. When the hon. Member for 
the Scotland Division tells me that I am 


historically inaccurate in the account of 


affairs in Macedonia which I gave the 
other day, let me respectfully retort on 
him and say that he has not really 
grasped one of the deepest sources of 
mischief at the present moment in Mace- 
donia, which is, that the Christians are 
not united in the praiseworthy object 


of obtaining an amelioration of their | 


wretched lot and an improvement in the 
Turkish administration, but that their 
methods of barbarism are directed against 
each other. It is not the Turk alone, 
deep as is his guilt, who is responsible 
for the present miserable condition of 
Macedonia. 


Mr. T. P. O°CONNOR: I think it is 
the Turkish rule that has produced it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
say that these Christian dissensions ex- 
isted before t!.e Turks came there. It 
is that the Turks came there because of 
these dissensions, rather than that these 
dissensions are due to anything which I 
can discover the Turks have done. To 
represent what is going on in Macedonia 
now as simply a quarrel between Turk 
and Christian is wholly to misunderstand 


I am sorry to 


the situation; and, while J have never | 


said a word that could be twisted even 


by political animosity into anything but | 
the deepest horror and reprobation of | 


those dreadful deeds which have been 
done by Turkish officials and Turkish 
soldiers, it is folly to forget that Christians 


have been committing during the last | 


few years atrocities on Christians, and 
that it is not simply to deal with the 


Turks that these Bulgarian bands are | 


ravaging the country, not simply even 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I never used 
the word primarily. But what the 
Government have got to do is not to 
endeavour to apportion the blame be- 
tween those that are responsible, but to 
improve the condition of things that 
exist in Macedonia. And how is that 
end to be accomplished? We are of 
opinion that the best chance of accom- 
plishing a most difficult task is by sup- 
porting the two Governments most 
nearly concerned in this matter in their 
endeavours to improve the Turkish ad- 
ministration in that part of Eastern 
Europe. That is the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government. I cannot imagine 
anybody thinking it would be an im- 
provement on that policy if we were to 
_ bring in all the signatories of the Treaty 
of Berlin, to let them oust from the 
position of leadership Austria and 
Russia, and take the thing in hand them- 
selves. It is difficult enough for two 
Powers to do it ; the difficulty would be 
augmented with every new Power that 
takes a leading part in the matter ; and 
I am convinced that Europe is doing the 
best it can for the interests of those popu- 
lations by giving all the support which it 
is able to give to the Governments most 
nearly concerned, most competent to 
deal with it, and who have, by their 
mere geographical situation, the deepest 
interest in the reasonable Government of 
the Balkan Peninsula, and the most 
urgent motives for preventing the con- 
flagration from spreading to any wider 
area. The hon. Gentleman opposite 
apparently tried to revive the old passions 
raised by the Bulgarian atrocities of 
twenty-five or twenty seven years ago. 
I do not think, if he desires to make 
political capital cut of it, that he will 
succeed. 


to enlist the sympathy of Europe, but | 


to drive or persecute Christians differing 
from themselves into the fold of their 
own special form of orthodoxy. 


Mr. BRYCE: That is not the case. 


| Mr. T. P. O;CCONNOR: I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman is entitled to 
make that observation. I want to pro- 
‘tect the Christians of Macedonia. That 
is my only object. 








1327 Consolidated Fund 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am glad to 
have that disclaimer. Then he and I 
are, in that, perfectly at one. I 
gathered from the strictures he passed on 


{COMMONS} 


| 
| 


former Conservative Administrations and | 


comments he passed on some observations 


of mine the other day, that his object. 


was not absolutely an unmixed one, 
though I never doubted his sincere de- 
sire to ameliorate the lot of this un- 
happy people. The Government share 
that object. They have no stronger 
desire than to see gdod government 
established in regions which, one might 
almost say, have hardly known it in re- 
cent historical times, and whose lot has 
certainly not improved with the march 
of civilisation in more favoured regions. 
I have explained to the House the way 
in which we think that end can best be 
attained. I do not gather from the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman opposite 
that they dissent from us in that view, 
and if we are agreed upon the end and 
upon the means, I do not think there is 
much room for any exchange of un- 
friendly compliment between the two 
sides of the House. I have now traversed 
the whole ground, and | do not think 
that any Question has been leit 
unanswered. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) asked if the full text of the pro- 
ceedings at the Colonial Conference was 
to be published. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
replies of the Colonial Premiers had not 
yet been received; but the Government 
had no objection whatever to the course 
suggested. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the 
rules of the House do not arise on the 
Appropriation Bill. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I did 
not intend, in any way, to comment on 
your decision, Mr. Speaker, but merely 
to point out in one sentence the difficulty 
under which we labour. I have, Sir, 
studied, with the greatest attention, the 
ruling you gave on the Second Reading 
ofthe Appropriation Bill ; andI can assure 
you Sir, that in the very few remarks 
I will address to the House I shall 
confine myself within its strictest limits. 
It is perfectly reasonable on the part of 
the Prime Minister not to publish infor- 
mation coliected by Departments of the 
State until it is carefully checked and 
verified and until he and his colleagues 
have had an opportunity of considering 
it. That is a course which ought to 
commend itself to the House. What we 
complain of in regard to this inquiry 
is not the collection of materials and the 
digestion of evidence; we complain of 
the wild and premature speeches of 
Ministers committing the country appar- 
ently to a great change. We would 
venture to suggest that it would have 
been a very good thing if the numerous 
leaflets of the Birmingham Tariff Com- 
mittee had also been kept in a state of 
“advance proof” until the inquiry had 
been completed, and until the figures 
could have been carefully checked by the 
right hon. Gentleman and by competent 
officials. In that case, the Free Food 
League, in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man behind me is so much interested, 


need not have come into existence; and 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old | 


ham): I do not think that the House 
will be inclined to agree with the Prime 


Minister that he has done nothing to | 
restrict the liberty of debate in this | 


House. I will not, however, question 
that point further; but, whatever views 
may be entertained regarding the action 
of the right hon. Gentleman, it is certain 
that our rules leave us in a position of 
very little liberty; and I venture to 


we would all have been spared a great 
deal of trouble. 


What is the position in which the Govern- 
ment has been placed by these premature 
disc’osures. We know that some members 
of the Cabinet are said to entertain a very 
strong opinion that the result of the 
inquiry will be fatal to free trade. 
We believe that they are perfectly sincere 
and that they are ready to sacrifice 


\their political position. We believe, on 
the other hand, that there is another 
_ portion of the Cabinet not le:s willing to 


asscrt that if our rules had been in force | 
in the Roman Senate it would have been 
perfectly impossible and the—— 


| 
| 





make great sacrifices, who believe the 
contrary. But the class of Cabinet 
Minister who appear to me to claim 
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most sympathy from the Housein conse- 
quence of this inquiry are under neither 
of these two headings. They are a class 
of right hon. Gentlemen—all goodmen, all 
honest men— whoare ready to make great 
sacrifices for their opinions, but they 
have no opinions. They are ready to 
die for the truth, if they only knew 
what the truth was. Their opinions are 
only in the “advance proof” stage; 
and will be carefully corrected and 
revised by the Prime Minister before 
they are actually made public; and I 
do not think that the House ought to 
separate without expressing sympathy 
with these right hon. Gentlemen. They 
are weary of office; they wish anything 
would relieve them of its cares, but 
their patriotic duty obliges them to 
remain, although they have no opinions 
to offer, holding their position undecided 
and yet unflinching, like George II. at 
the Battle of Dettingen, sans peur et suns 
avis. Either the inquiry in its result 
will be favourable to the Colonial 
Secretary or it will not. In either case 
there will be a difficulty. If the inquiry 
is unfavourable to the Colonial Secre- 
tary, after the very strong opinions he 
has expressed it seems to me he will be 
in a very difficult position. If on the 
other hand the result of the inquiry is 
favourable to his opinions, if the Board 
of Trade has collected facts and figures 
which show that our position is entirely 
wrong, that we are rapidly degenerat- 
ing into ruin, that we are overrun by the 
foreigner, and that our colonies will 
desert us, then the Prime Minister will 
be in a very difficult position, because 
then a very revolutionary change will 
naturally follow. I would venture 
to remind my right hon. friend—and 
it is the principal reason for my ventur- 
ing to obtrude on the House—that he 
has given very distinct and very definite 
pledges in this respect of the Party. I 
would remind him of the words he used 
only a year ago, when he received the 
Leadership of the greatest and most 
powerful political instrument created for 
a hundred years in this country. The 
right hon. Gentleman, speaking on that 
occasion with all deliberation to his 
supporters, said— 
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“ As for the question of policy, I need hardly 
tell you that the policy of the Unionist Party 
remains now as it always has been.” 
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[Mr. A. J. BaLFour: Hear, hear.] The 
right hon. Gentleman cheers that. I 
wish we could attach hope to that cheer. 
The right hon. Gentleman added— 

‘If a change there must be in the head- 
quarters staff responsible for carrying on the 
operations, there 1s no change in these opera- 
tions or in the methods by which these 
operations can alone be obtained.” 

I earnestly hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman will not forget these words ; 
and that is the reason why I suggest 
that if the inquiry results in a violent 
and revolutionary change, he will find 
himself in a difficult position. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be all 


right. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I hope 
that interruption is intended to give the 
right hon. Gentleman’s supporters real 
comfort, and not merely to indicate that 
when the occasion arises the right hon. 
Gentleman’s mental agility will be equal 
to the greatest difficulty. Parliament is 
now separating. Is this House of 
Commons ever going to meet again ? It 
is very important to establish that fact. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman give us a 
pledge that this Parliament will meet 
again? The right hon. Gentleman will not 
give us that pledge; he has no power to 
give us that pledge. A doubt, an 
unworthy doubt, has sometimes come 
across my mind. I have sometimes 
doubted whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s policy has been so disingenuous, 
so haphazard, so dictated by circum- 
stances beyond his control, as 1 would 
gladly believe, whether in fact it is 
merely a serious and honest, but a some- 
what undignified, attempt to keep the 
Cabinet together rather than a tactical 
deployment to commit a great Party to 
anew policy against which its instinct 
revolts and distrusts—a policy which in 
the minds of the wisest and oldest coun- 
sellors in its ranks would lead to ruin 
and failure, whether it is an attempt to 
coax the Party over difficult ground, 
and to commit it to a position which, 
had there been full opportunity of 
debate, the Party would have repudiated. 
I cannot hold to that view, because to 
do so would be to say that the right 
hon. Gentleman has been guilty of bad 
faith to his followers and friends. 
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There‘ore 1 put that doubt aside. 


But he said that if the result of all | 


these Parliamentary mancuvres as to 
this “inquiry” should be that this 
Parliament was going to a general 


election in November, either with or 


without the right hon. Gentleman’s will, 
and if an electoral decision was given 
which inflicted widespread and lasting 
injury and ruin on the Conservative 
Party, then there might be those who 
would arise and attribute designs to the 
various incidents by which that result 
had been attained, and they would be 
much less ready to believe that they 
were serious and honest makeshifts to 
tide over a very difficult situation. But 
there was one protest which must be 
made. The noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich complained the other day 
that the inquiry had given rise to 


novel Cabinet proceedings and prece- | 


dents of Ministerial responsibility. He 


had nothing to add to these words of | 


his noble friend. But there was one 
other constitutional point which the 
Conservative Party might well consider. 
A deliberate attempt was being made to 
exchange discussion in the House for 
discussion in the country. 
in the country might be good and en- 
lightening; but to change the venue 


from the Imperial Parliament to the) 


political platforms all over the country 
was not the method of the statesman, 


but of the demagogue; and it was a/| 
method against which the Conservative | 


Party of all Parties in the world ought 
to protest. 
protest, in order that it might not be 
misunderstgod, he would say at once 
that those who took the free trade view 
of this controversy did not in the least 
shrink from the discussion under any 
conditions the Government might pre- 
scribe or in any localities they might 
select. They 
methods employed, which were un- 
,constitutional, and they might protest 
against a practice which they knew to 
be unusual, but this year or next year, 
in Parliament or in the country, they 
would be perfectly ready to meet the 
Colonial Secretary on the issue he had 


raised, confident that, in their appeal to | 


he wisest democracy in the world, right 
and reason would prevail. 
Mr. Winston Churchill. 


{COMMONS} 


Discussion | 


But in registering that | 


might object to the! 
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| Sim WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne) said it seemed to be their duty 
to consider whether it was right to trust 
| the enormous sums involved in this Bill to 
| ° rete 
| those whowere going tohave the adminis- 
| stration of it. The Government had to 
|administer the law and they were also 
'the persons who had to bring forward 
'a policy. It was a very difficult matter 
'for the Prime Minister to carry out a 
|policy when he had not got one. 
The Government appeared to be at the 
| present moment absorbed in a search 
after truth which left them no time 
| properly to carry out their other duties. 
_The Government were anxious inquirers 
but inefficient administrators. In this 
| Bill they were proposing to expend a 
certain amount of money to educate the 
|Government, and teach them on a 
great question of policy. They could 
not deal with that question of policy 
| to-day, but they could say they did 
not want an inquiry. They had been 
| inquiring into the policy for sixty years, 
and were quite satisfied with it. They 
objected to the public funds being ex- 
/pended in simply teaching the Govern- 
ment what they ought to have known 
before. The Government were in a 
_very extraordinary position. There had 
been all sorts of Governments in this 
country. There had been bad Govern- 
ments with a good policy, and good 
Governments with a bad policy, but this 
was the first bad Government he had 
ever heard of which had no policy at all. 
Nobody in that House more admired the 
mental agility and charming dexterity 
with which the Prime Minister met all 
attacks upon him and his policy, but still 
that did not give them confidence. If 
Mr. Speaker for his well-earned holiday 
went for a voyage ina ship and asked 
the captain where he was going, he 
would not be very well satisfied if 
the captain said he did not know. 
That is just the position with regard to 
the Prime Minister on one of the most 
important questions that could engage 
their attention. He reminded the House 
of the British Ambassador who, in a des- 
| patch wrote “some say the Pretender is 
dead and some say he is alive. For my 
part I believe neither.” That was the 
exact position of the Prime Minister who 
in effect said “Some say free trade is 
| good and some say it is bad, but for my 
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part I believe neither.” It was an admir- 
able attitude for a philosopher but fatal 
fora Premier. Mr. Arthur Chamberlain 
said, the other day— 
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* The present Government becomes every 
day more immoral, more retrograde and 
more dangerous to the material, mental, and 
moral welfare of the people.” 


That came from Birmingham and what 
Birmingham said to-day England would 
say to-morrow. All he could say was 
that the sooner England said it the better 
it would be for its welfare, happiness and 
prosperity. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) reminded 
the House that recently the Govern- 
ment appointed a Commission in Ireland 
to inquire into the condition of the 
Irish workhouses. At the time Irish 
Members pointed out that, in regard to 
the composition of that Commission, 
they thought they had been very un- 
fairly treated. Two Government officials 
were appointed to represent the official 
side, and one of the hon. Members for 
Tyrone, who did not represent the 
Irish Party, was the third member of 
the Commission. The right hon. Gentle- 
man might say it was too late to do 
anything to alter the composition of 
the Commission, because it had already 
commence i its work. He complained 
that no information appeared to be 
forthcoming as to where the inquiries 
of the Commission were going to be 
held. Careful inquiry was necessary, 
because he knew of policemen in receipt 
of substantial salaries who went into 
Irish workhouses on the plea of being 
sick, but really for the sake of taking 
a holiday. He thought the poor people 
of Ireland ought to be afforded proper 
opportunities of presenting their griev- 
ances before the Commission, and if it 
was found that the law was as it had 
been represented it might be changed 
as soon as possible. He wished to know 
from the Chief Secretary it the Com- 
mission was going to inquire into the 
treatment of the aged poor in the 
Irish workhouses. Many of those poor 
old people had been unable to save any 
money, and had no relatives to maintain 
them, and they were very often the 
worst treated of any of the people in 
the workhouses. As for the Labourers 
Acts, the Chief Secretary had stated, with 
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reference to the balances, that his in 
structions had been carried out, and 
those balances had been applied to the 
credit of the districts where the 
Labourers Acts had been carried out. 
He wished the Chief Secretary to say 
something to indicate that those balances 
would be applied more to the counties 
which had done their best to carry out 
the Act. 


He also wished to call attention to 
the action of the Congested Districts 
Board. It had already been pointed out 
that the Congested Districts Board had 
confined their attention to certain parts 
of Ireland. There were certain portions 
of the County of Kerry which were as 
much in need of assistance from the 
Congested Districts Board as any other 
part of Ireland. Nothing had been done 
in Kerry except the making of a few 
rules. A discussion had already taken 
place in regard to education in Ireland, 
and as to the application of the money 
set aside for that purpose. It was 
clearly apparent that a _ substantial 
portion of that money ought to be set 
apart for primary education in Ireland. 
The least inquiry on the part of the 
Chief Secretary would enable him to see 
that primary education in Ireland was 
sadly in need of assistance. There were 
many Irish Members deeply concerned 
in primary education in Ireland. It 
was the only form of education which 
could be taken advantage of by a large 
majority of the young people of the 
country, and for that reason he trusted 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
regard it as his prime and principal 
concern to make the primary schools as 
efficient as they ought to be. Referring 
to the question of railway rates the hon. 
Member said it had been stated that 
the Board of Agriculture acted when a 
complaint was made to them. He 
thought it should be the function of 
the Board to see that reasonable 
rates were charged without waiting for 
complaints. The Great Southern and 
Western Company were making a sub- 
stantial profit over a large portion of 
their line, but there were parts where 
by manipulation they were able to show 
that they were working at a loss, and 
the poor ratepayers were made to pay in 
consequence. He urged that some- 
thing should be done in this matter. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 
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- Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) said he 
believed the right hon. Gentleman was 
perfectly sincere in the action he had 
taken to bring about a better state of 
affairs in Ireland, and in his desire to 
introduce peace where there had been 
war. There were some of the parties to 
that war who did not seem to be desirous 
to meet the right hon. Gentleman in that 
matter. In his own constituency there 
was a property of notoriety. It was 
known as the Massereene estate. Not- 
withstanding the trouble which had 
taken place there between the landlord, 
the agents, and the tenants, he found 
that the present agent on the estate was 
proceeding with an eviction. This 
seemed'a very hard case indeed. It was 
that of a widow, seventy years of age, 
who, after a long life of labour and 
struggle in her holding on this estate, 
found herself, when almost on her 
deathbed, threatened with eviction. He 
did not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman could do anything in the 
matter. He believed that the rent had 
been paid in full for the past twelve 
years, but it appeared that on account 
of some arrears that had accrued, 
possibly in the famine years, she had 
been deprived of the benefits of the 
various Acts passed by this House for 
the relief of cases like hers. Now it was 
only a doctor's certificate that prevented 
the forces of the Crown from stepping 
in and taking her from her home to the 
workhouse, there to spend the remainder 
of her days asa pauper at the expense 
of the rates. He should like very much 
if the right hon. Gentleman would either 
by friendly representation to the land- 
lord or by withholding the services of 
the forces of the Crown put a stop to 
what was a crying evil als scandal. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY rer IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHaM, Dover) said the 
hon. Member for South Louth was aware 
of the fact that the Government could not 
intervene between parties where a legal 
debt was due. All he could say was that 
under the Land Purchase Act caretakers 
could purchase, and he hoped that the 
general effect of the Act would induce 
them to do so. The Executive Govern- 
ment could not intervene in questions 
when they arose as between parties in 
Jreland, nor would such intervention, if 
possible, be likely to be attended with 


{COMMONS} 
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good results. With regard to the matter 
to which the hon. Member for East Kerry 
had drawn attention, he failed to notice 
any new point raised which was not 
already present to his mind, or to that of 
some of his colleagues. The matters 
referred to, and many others, were 
receiving his attention. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
asked whether the Viceregal Commission 
would have power to inquire into the 
grievances of dispensary officers. It was 
most important that inquiry should be 
allowed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that he had 
within the last ten days stated that the 
Commission would not take evidence upon 
that point, and he thought his position in 
that matter was a sound one. Until 
they knew what the facts were in regard 
to accommodation, and what savings 
could be affected by amalgamation of 
unions, and whether one could be devoted 
to the aged and another to the children, 
it must be clear that no useful purpose 
would be served by attempting to 
anticipate on the last day of the 
session a conclusion which at present 
could not possibly be arrived at. 


Dr. THOMPSON said that did not 
affect the Question he had asked. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it did indeed. 
The question of the balances under the 
Labourers Acts would also receive his 
attention. He would also consider 
whether it was possible to have the 
materials collected for the Local Govern- 
ment Board Report in order that the 
Report might be presented at an earlier 
oad more convenient date to Parliament. 
As to the Agricultural Board, that was a 
statutory body and could only act under 
statute when a representation was made 
to it. This was not the occasion on 
which to consider whether the Agri- 
cultural Department Act should be 
amended. He did not think that it was. 
It would be far more to the point if hon. 
Members who had complaints to make, 
brought specific cases against specific 
railways to the notice of the Department, 
or would communicate with himself, 
and they would be attended to. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co, Ossory) 
said that he wished to support his 
hon. friend the Member for Kerry. 


(Appropriation) Bill. 


What he asked was, that this money 
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should not be diverted from the pur-| possible to make other arrangements 
poses for which it was originally attached, | before Parliament met again. The 
viz., to aid the rates in the erection of | present position was wholly ridiculous. 
cottages for agricultural labourers. . m 
it aaa be distributed in fair pro-| THE F INANCIAL SECRETARY to 
portion amongst the various unions | T® TREASURY (Mr. Exwior, Durham) 
where the Act was to come into opera- said that if the hon. Gentleman had given 
tion. He hoped that the right hon. him notice he would have been able to 
Gentleman would not make up his mind re him wer explanation. He would 
on the matter of the railway schemes | "/"8 the whole matter before the Com- 
until the whole facts had been laid | ™issioner of Customs, and see how it 
‘lain tile stood. When next session arrived, or 
er , perhaps before, he would be able to give 
Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, the hon. Gentleman a full explanation. 
N.) asked if Constable Murphy, regard-|  , en e 

ing whose conduct he had va a (ues- THE ATTORNEY GENERAL a 
tion to the Chief Secretary, would be | IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
cautioned to behave himself while | ‘erry, N.) said in reply to the hon. 
stationed at Nenagh. If not, he would| Member for North Tipperary he could 
ask that the constable be transferred | ®88¥re him that Constable Murphy was 
te the Mesth of leciend er ceewhen. severely reprimanded, and transferred to 
another part of the country. That was 
*Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, | the best way of preventing him from 
Mansfield) said he wished to mention a | repeating the conduct for which he was 
matter in connection with the adminis- | reprimanded. 

tration of Customs. When the coal : 
tax was in Committee, he showed how Quseien gh a“ gue * 

the tax was evaded, and how the | Bill read the third time, and passed. 
coalowners were perfectly entitled to jal ae ot 
evade it. The colin ~/ the coal tax MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

was simple. If small coal was sold at| That they have agreed to Consoli- 
6s. a tou, and large coal at 12s. 6d. a| dated Fund (Appropriation) Bill, without 
ton, no tax was paid. After his speech, | Amendment. 

the Commissioner of Customs inquired; Message to attend the Lords Com- 
into the operations of two companies with | missioners. 

which he wasconnected. Fortunately, one 
company did not ship any small coal at . af 
alls ca in the other company he had ge ig JR.) oR ee Sere 
nothing to do with the sales of coal, | a Soren : ues t 

but he was still awaiting the result) And afterwards His Majesty’s most 
of the inquisition into other com-| Gracious Speech was delivered to both 
panies. He saw the Commissioner of | Houses of Parliament by the LorpD HicH 
Customs, who told him that he was | CHANCELLOR (in pursuance of His 
entitled to sell without paying the , Majesty's Commands), ; 
tax for small coal at 6s. and lian | Then a Commission for proroguing 
coal at 12s. 6d. if those were the | the Parliament was read. 

current prices; but that he must not! After which the Lord Chancellor saia— 
have in his mind the fact that he 
was evading the tax. He did not keep | ; p sed Pa" a 
his commercial conscience in his boots ; By virtue of His Majesty’s Commission, 
he took the law as he found it. The | under the Great Seal, to us and other 
position was that he might evade the | Lords directed, and now read, we do, in 
law, but that he must not say he was His Majesty's name, and in obedience to 
evading it. The Financial Secretary to | His Commands, prorogue this Parliament 
the Treasury told him how much he was | to Monday the Second day oi November 
obliged to him for pointing the matter | next, to be then here holden ; and this 
out ; and then followed an inquisition | Parliament is accordingly prorogued to 
into his own affairs. He would ask the | Monday the Second day of November 
Financial Secretary whether it would be | next. 





The House went; and the Royal 
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Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. 
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VOLUME CXXVII. 


The figures in parentheses in 
“[H.L.]” following title 
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Title of Rill. 


(A.) House or Lorps. 





Brought in by 





} 
Addenbrooke’s Hospital 


! 


*Board of Agriculture and | 
Fisheries 


*Borough Funds 


| 
*Burgh Police | 
| 


*Consolidated Fund | 


(Appropriation) 


County Courts Jurisdiction 
Extension 


*Employment of Children 


*Expiring Laws Continu- 
ance 


Fertilizers and Feeding 
Stuffs [H.1.] 

*Housing of the Working 
Classes 





Earl of Onslow 


Lord Kenyon 


Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh 


Duke of Devonshire 


Lord Belper 


Duke of Devonshire 


Lord Templetown 


Lord Kenyon 





Progress. 


Real 3* and passed 7th Aug. 
(385) 
Royal Assent 11th Aug. (790) 


Consideration of Commons 
Amendments 1 1th Aug.(834) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Read 1¢ 10th Ang. (531) 

Read 2* 11th Aug. (796) 

All remaining Stages 12th 
Aug. (966) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


All Stages 14th Aug. (1282) 
Royal Assent 14th Ang. (1282) 


Report 6th Aug. (111) 

Read 3* and passed 10th Aug. 
(652) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 2* 7th Aug. (374) 
Committee 10th Aug. (639) 


Report | 
Read 3" and -11th Aug. (826) 
passed 


Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1¢ 12th Aug. (954) 
All remaining Stages 14th 
Aug. (1282) 


Read 2* 7th Aug. (362) 


Read 1* 12th Aug. (954) 

All remaining Stages 13th 
Aug. (1128) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 








VOL. CXXVIL. 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


1 











(A.) House or Lorps—continued. 
" Sate of = iene in by Progress. ; “a 
*Ireland DevelopmentGrant | Earl of Denbigh Read 1? 6th Aug. (4) 


*Irish Land 


*Isle of Man (Customs) 


*Licensing Acts (Scotland) 
ConsolidationandAmend- 
ment 


*Local Government (Trans- 
fer of Powers) 


*London Education 


Marine Store Dealers (Ire- 
land) 


*Marriages Legalisation 


*Merchant Shipping [H.L.] 
*Metropolitan Streets 
Military Lands 

*Military Works 





Duke of Devonshire 


Duke of Devonshire 


Lord Balfour of 


Burleigh 


Lord Kenyon 


Duke of Devonshire 


Earl of Denbigh 


Lord Belper 


Lord Wolverton 
Lord Belper 
Lord Ludlow 

jarl of Hardwicke 





Read 2* } 

Committee ; 7th Aug. (377) 

Report 

Read 3*and passed 10th Aug. 
(652) 

Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Committee 6th Aug. (6) 
Committee 7th Aug. (268) 
Report 10th Aug. (579) 
Read 3* and passed 11th Aug. 


(800) 

Consideration of Commons 
Amendments 13th Aug. 
(1125) 


Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1* 11th Aug. (834) 

All remaining Stages 12th 
Aug. (976) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 3* and passed 10th Aug. 
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Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Report 6th Aug. (111) 

Read 3* and passed 7th Aug. 
(385) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1* 10th Aug. (531) 

All remaining Stages 11th 
Aug. (799) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1* 10th Aug. (653) 
Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1* 10th Aug. (531) 

Read 2* 11th Aug. (799) 

Committee 

separ sand f 12th Aug, (966) 
passed 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 
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(A.) 


House oF LORDS—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





*Motor-Cars [H.L.] 


*Naval Works 


Patent Office Extension 


*Patriotic Fund 


Pistols 


*Poor Law (Dissolution of 
School Districts and Ad- 


justments) 


*Post Office Sites 


*Poor Prisoners’ Defence 


*Public Buildings Expenses 


*Publie Offices (Dublin) 
*Public Works Loans 


*Railways(Electrical Power) 





Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh 


Earl of Selborne 


Earl of Selborne 


Earl of Donoughmore 
Lord Kenyon 


Lord Chancellor 
Lord Windsor 


Earl of Denbigh 
Duke of Devonshire 


Lord Wolverton 





Consideration of Commons 
Amendments 12th Aug. 
(955) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 2* 7th Aug. (364) 

All remaining Stages 10th 
Aug. (632) 

Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Report 12th Aug. (989) 

Read 3° and passed 13th Aug. 
(1120) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1* 7th Aug. (266) 

All remaining Stages 10th 
Aug. (539) 

Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Committee 

sane } 6 Aug. (111) 

Read 3’ and passed 7th Aug. 
(385) 

Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Committee ; 
Report } 7th Aug. (381) 


Read 3° and passed 10th Aug. 
(639) 
Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Read 1* 12th Aug. (954) 

All remaining Stages 13th 
Aug. (1119) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1* 12th Aug. (954) 

All remaining Stages 13th 
Aug. (1119) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Royal Assent 11th Ang. (789) 


Read 1* 10th Aug. (531) 

Read 2* 11th Aug. (799) 

All remaining Stages 12th 
Aug. (966) 

Royal Assent 1 .th Aug. (1282) 


Read 17 10th Aug. (530) 

Read 2* 11th Aug. (799) 

All remaining Stages 12th 
Aug. (961) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 
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All Stages 13th Aug. (1120) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


(A.) Housk or Lorps—continued. 
Title of Bill. Brought in by. 
*Revenue 
*Sheep Scab Earl of Onslow 


*South African Loan and 
War Contribution 


*Sugar Convention 


*Town Councils (Scotland) 


Duke of Marlborough 


Marquess of Lansdowne 


Lord Balfour — of 
Burleigh 








Read 1* 11th Aug. (834) 
All remaining Stages (976) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1* 10th Aug. (531) 

Read 2* 11th Aug. (799) 

All remaining Stages 12th 
Aug. (961) 


Read 1* 7th Aug. (266) 

All remaining Stages 10th 
Aug. (541) 

Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Read 1* 10th Aug. (531) 

Read 2* 11th Aug. (799) 

All remaining Stages 12th 
Aug. (974) 

Roval Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 





(B.) House or Commons. 





Title of Bill. 





Addenbrooke's Hospital 


Agricultural Education in 
Elementary Schools 


*Alkuli, ete., Works 


*Bills of Exchange (1882) 
Amendment [H.L. ] 


*Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries 


*Borough Funds 


*Burgh Police (Scotland) 


Brought in by 


Sir Le. Debi 


Mr. Jesse Collins 


Mr. Walter Long 


Sir Robert Finlay 


Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


Mr. Walter Long 
Mr. Ashi 








Progress. 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (790) 


Read 1’ 6th Aug. (154) 


Read 1° 12th Aug. (1035) 
Bill withdrawn 13th Ang. 
(1280) 


Bill withdrawn 11th Aug. 
(947) 

Committee } 7th Aus. (598 

Report f ( Aug. (52 ) 

Read 3° and passed 1Uth Aug. 
(788) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 
Consideration j 
Read 3° and ;7th Aug, (528) 


J 


passed 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 
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(B.) House or ComMons—continued. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





*Consolidated Fund (Appro- 
priation) 


County Courts Jurisdiction 
Extension 

Ecclesiastical Suits 

*Employment of Children 


*Expiring Laws Continuance 


*Housing of the Working 
Classes 


*Ireland Development Grant 


*Trish Land 


*Isle of Man (Customs) 


*Licensing Acts (Scotland) 
Consolidation and Amend- 
ment 

*Light Railways [H.L.] 

*Local Government (Trans- 


fer of Powers) 


*London Education 





Mr. Ritchie 


Sir Albert Rollit 


Lord Hugh Cecil 


Mr. Akers Douglas 
Mr. Elliot 


Mr. Walter Long 


Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Elliot 


Mr. A. Graham Murray 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Mr. Walter Long 


Sir William Anson 





Read 1° 10th Aug. (771) 

Read 2° 11th Aug. (866) 

i , 

on ig } 12th Aug. (1080) 

Read 3° and passed 14th Aug. 
(1282) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Consideration of Lords Amend- 
ments 11th Aug. (947) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 1° 11th Aug. (866) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 2° 6th Aug. (259) 

Committee - 

ser \ 10th Aug. (775) 

Read 3° and passed 11th Aug. 
(944) - 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 2° 6th Aug. (264) 

Committee 10th Aug. (783) 

Report ) 

Read 3° and; 11th Aug. (942) 
passed J 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Consideration of Lords Amend- 
ments 12th Aug. (1035) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


C itte - 
seer “ \ 7th Aug. (528) 


Read 3° and passed 10th Aug 
(788) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Bill withdrawn 11th Aug. 
(952) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 
Consideration of Lords Amend- 


ments 10th Aug. (781) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 














(B.) House or Commons—continued. 








Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





*London School Board (Hill- 
drop Road Site) 


*Marine Store Dealers (Ire- 
land 


*Marriages Legalisation 


*Metropolitan Improvements 
(Funds) 


*Metropolitan Streets 
Military Lands 
*Military Works 


*Motor-Cars 


*Naval Works 
*Patent Office Extension 


*Patriotic Fund 


*Penal Servitude 


Pistols 

*Poor Law (Dissolution of 
School Districts and 
Adjustments) 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence 


*Port of London 


*Post Office Sites 





Sir William Anson 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Atkinson 


Cochrane 


Elliot 


Akers Douglas 


Charles Allen 


Brodrick 


Walter Long 


Pretyman 


Elliot 


Pretyman 


Akers Douglas 


Helme 
Grant Lawson 


Bousfield 


Gerald Balfour 





Bill withdrawn 11th Aug. 
(947) 


Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 

Report 

Read 3° and} 7th Aug. (528) 
passed 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Bill withdrawn llth Aug. 
(947) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 

Read 3’ and passed 7th Aug. 
(525) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 

Committee 7th Aug. (397) 

Report 

Read 3° and 10h Aug. (907) 
passed 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 

Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Report 
Read 3° and} 6th Aug (263) 
sed 


pas 
Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 
Read 1° 10th Aug. (689) 
Bill withdrawn 13th Aug. 
(1280) 
Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Read 3° and passed 11th Aug. 
(947) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Motion to carry over to next 
Session 12th Aug. (1111) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (790) 
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(B.) House or CommMons—continued. 





Tile of Bill. 


Brought in by 





Prog ess. 





*Prevention of Corruption 
[H.L. } 


*Public Buildings (Expenses) 


*Public Offices (Dublin) 
*Public Works Loans 


*Railways (Electrical Power) 


Returning Officers’ Expenses 


*Revenue 


*Sheep Scab 


*South African Loan and 
War Contribution 


*Sugar Convention 


Town Councils (Scotland) 





Sir Robert Finlay 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Elliot 


Elliot 
Elliot 


Gerald Balfour 


Herbert Samuel 


. Elliot 


Hanbury 


Ritchie 


Gerald Balfour 


Asher 





Bill withdrawn 11th Aug. 
(947) 


Read 2° 7th Aug. (525) 

Committee ) mise 

Report 20th Aug. (772) 

Read 3° and passed 11th Aug 
(943) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug (1282) 


Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Read 3° and passed 7th Aug. 
(527) 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Report 6th Aug. (261) 

Read 3° and passed 7th Aug. 
521) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug.(1282) 


Read 1° 6th Aug. (153) 


Read 2? 10th Aug. (785) 

Committee 11th Aug. (944) 

Report 

Read 3° and} 12th Aug. (1115) 
passed 

Royal sAsent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Consideration 7th Aug. (528) 

Read 3° and passed 10th Aug. 
(782) 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 3° and passed 7th Aug. 
(521 
Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 


Read 3° and passed 6th Aug. 
237 
Royal Assent 11th Aug. (789) 


Consideration ) 

Read 3° and ;7th Aug. (528) 
passed J 

Royal Assent 14th Aug. (1282) 
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